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C I T Y  C O U N C I L 
 

C I T Y  O F  W I C H I T A 
K A N S A S 

 
City Council Meeting City Council Chambers 
09:00 a.m. February 7, 2012 455 North Main 

 
OPENING OF REGULAR MEETING 

 
-- Call to Order 
 
-- Invocation 
 
-- Pledge of Allegiance 
 
-- Approve the minutes of the regular meeting on January 24, 2012 
 
 
 
 

 
AWARDS AND PROCLAMATIONS 

 
-- Proclamation: 

UPSTANDER Month  
 

-- Service Award:  
Gloria Stone  

 
 

I.  PUBLIC AGENDA 
 
NOTICE: No action will be taken relative to items on this agenda other than referral for information.  Requests to appear will be placed on a “first-

come, first-served” basis.  This portion of the meeting is limited to thirty minutes and shall be subject to a limitation of five minutes for 
each presentation with no extension of time permitted.  No speaker shall be allowed to appear more frequently than once every fourth 
meeting.  Members of the public desiring to present matters to the Council on the public agenda must submit a request in writing to the 
office of the city manager prior to twelve noon on the Tuesday preceding the council meeting.  Matter pertaining to personnel, litigation 
and violations of laws and ordinances are excluded from the agenda.  Rules of decorum as provided in this code will be observed. 

 
1. Janet Wilson - A thank you from Central Northeast Area Council (CNAC) for the City's support. 

 
 
 
 
 

II. CONSENT AGENDAS (ITEMS 1 THROUGH 27) 
 
NOTICE: Items listed under the “Consent Agendas” will be enacted by one motion with no separate discussion.  If discussion on an item is desired, 

the item will be removed from the “Consent Agendas” and considered separately 
 
(The Council will be considering the City Council Consent Agenda as well as the Planning, Housing, and Airport Consent 
Agendas.  Please see “ATTACHMENT 1 – CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS” for a listing of all Consent Agenda Items.) 
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City Council Meeting  Page 2 
February 7, 2012 
 

 
COUNCIL BUSINESS 

III. UNFINISHED COUNCIL BUSINESS 
 

 None 
 
 
 

 
IV. NEW COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 
1. Estoppel and Consent to Mortgage for Refinancing, The Hotel at Old Town, LLC. (District VI) 
 
 RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Statement and Consent of Owner to the leasehold mortgage, and 

authorize necessary signatures. 

 

2. Ordinance to Terminate the Southfork Redevelopment District, Tax Increment Financing. (District III) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the request for declaration of emergency and adopt the ordinance on 
first reading. 

3. Quarterly Financial Report for the Quarter Ending December 31, 2011. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file the Quarterly Financial Report for the quarter ended December 
31, 2011. 

4. 135th Street West Improvement, between Kellogg and Onewood. (District V) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the design concept, approve the budget for right-of-way, place the 
amending ordinance on first reading and authorize the signing of State/Federal 
agreements as required. 

5. 13th Street Improvement, Hydraulic to Oliver. (District I)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the revised budget, place the amending ordinance on first reading and 
authorize the necessary signatures. 

6. Upgrade for Patron Edge software to include Counter Point Software for Arts and Cultural Facilities. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the contract with Blackbaud, Inc., for additional Counter Point software 
and licensing and authorizes the necessary signatures. 
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City Council Meeting  Page 3 
February 7, 2012 
 

7. Approval of the Resolution to Allow Wichita Festivals, Inc. to Gate A. Price Woodard Park and the Lawn to the 
South of the Hyatt Regency Hotel for River Festival 2012.  (District I) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the resolution to allow the gating events to be held at A. Price Woodard 
Park and on the lawn to the south of the Hyatt Regency Hotel, as part of the 
Wichita River Festival. 

(9:30 a.m. or soon thereafter) 
8. Repair or Removal of Dangerous and Unsafe Structure.  (District IV) 
 
 Property Address   Council District 
 a. 2107 West Irving   IV 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Close the public hearing, adopt the resolution declaring the building to be a 

dangerous and unsafe structure, and accept the BCSA recommended action to 
proceed with condemnation, allowing 10 days to start demolition and 10 days to 
complete removal of the structure.  Any extensions of time granted to repair any 
structure would be contingent on the following: (1) All taxes have been paid to 
date as of February 7, 2012; (2) the structure has been secured as of February 7, 
2012, and will continue to be kept secured; and (3) the premise is mowed and 
free of debris as of February 7, 2012, and will be so maintained during 
renovation. 

 

9. DER2011-03:  Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study.  (Districts I, IV, and VI) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt a resolution endorsing the design concepts and guidelines recommended 
by the Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study and 
authorize the necessary signatures. 
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COUNCIL BUSINESS SUBMITTED BY CITY AUTHORITIES 
 
PLANNING AGENDA 

 
NOTICE: Public hearing on planning items is conducted by the MAPC under provisions of State law.  Adopted policy is that additional hearing on 

zoning applications will not be conducted by the City Council unless a statement alleging (1) unfair hearing before the MAPC, or (2) 
alleging new facts or evidence has been filed with the City Clerk by 5p.m. on the Wednesday preceding this meeting.  The Council will 
determine from the written statement whether to return the matter to the MAPC for rehearing. 

 
V.  NON-CONSENT PLANNING AGENDA 

 
1. ZON2011-00028 – City zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-5”) to TF-3 Two-Family 

Residential (“TF-3”); generally located south of Mt. Vernon Road on the west side of Oliver Avenue, 2033 South 
Oliver.  (District III) 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: (1) Adopt the findings of the MAPC and approve the zone change, override the 

protests and authorize the Mayor to sign the ordinance and place the ordinance 
on first reading (a three-fourths majority vote is required to override the protests), 
or (2) Deny the zone change request (a two-thirds majority vote is required plus 
appropriate findings to override the MAPC’s recommendation), or (3) Return the 
case to the MAPC for further consideration with a statement specifying the basis 
for the Council’s failure to approve or deny the application (a simple majority 
vote required).  

 
HOUSING AGENDA 

 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Housing Authority for consideration and action on the items on this Agenda, 

pursuant to State law, HUD, and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion. 

Fern Griffith, Housing Member is also seated with the City Council. 
 

VI. NON-CONSENT HOUSING AGENDA 
 
 None 
 
 
 
AIRPORT AGENDA 
 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Airport Authority for consideration and action on items on this Agenda, 

pursuant to State law and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion.   

 
VII. NON-CONSENT AIRPORT AGENDA 

 
1. Parking Facilities Program Professional Services - Wichita Mid-Continent Airport. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the contract and authorize the necessary signatures.  
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February 7, 2012 
 
 
COUNCIL AGENDA 

 
VIII. COUNCIL MEMBER AGENDA 

 
 None 

 

IX. COUNCIL MEMBER APPOINTMENTS 
 

1. Board Appointments.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Appointments. 

 
 
 
Adjournment 
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(ATTACHMENT 1 – CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 1 THROUGH 27) 

 
 

II. CITY COUNCIL CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 
 

1. Report of Board of Bids and Contracts dated February 6, 2012. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file report; approve Contracts;  
authorize necessary signatures.  

2. Applications for Licenses: 
 
Name Address 
Robert Floyd Armour Gift Shop Inc.dba Patricia’s 2606 South Rock Road SU 100 
Saundra J Lacy Jessie’s Primetime Entertainment 304 South Laura 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the licenses.  

3. Applications for Licenses to Retail Cereal Malt Beverages: 
 
Renewal 2012  (Consumption off Premises) 
Jay A. Johnson Johnson’s General Stores, Inc. #06*** 1003 South Seneca 
Jay A. Johnson Johnson’s General Stores, Inc. #39*** 5400 North Meridian 
George Odom Metro To Go***  225 South Ida SU 6 
 
***Consumption/Retailer grocery stores, convenience stores etc. 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve licenses subject to Staff review and approval. 
 
 

4. Preliminary Estimates:  (See Attached) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 

5. Statement of Costs:  
a. List of Statement of Costs. (See Attached)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve and file. 

6. Consideration of Street Closures/Uses.  
a. Community Events – Muscle Walk and 5K. (Districts I and VI)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the request subject to; (1) Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement 
officers as required; (2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets in accordance 
with requirements of Police, Fire and Public Works Department; and (3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Events 
Coordinator. 
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7. Agreements/Contracts: 
a. Hold Harmless Agreement for Mediterranean Plaza 2nd Addition. (District I) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Agreements/Contracts; authorize the necessary signatures. 

8. Property Acquisitions:  
a. Partial Acquisition of 13601 West 21st Street for the 135th Street from 13th Street to 21st Street 

Improvement Project. (District V)  
b. Partial Acquisition of 5944 North Broadway for the Wichita-Valley Center Flood Control Levee 

Certification and Rehabilitation Project (County)  
c. Partial Acquisition of 5802-5830 North Broadway for the Wichita-Valley Center Flood Control Levee 

Certification and Rehabilitation Project. (County)  
d. Acquisition of Land near Webb Road and 53rd Street North for a Pressure and Chlorine Booster Station. 

(District II)  
e. Partial Acquisition of 630 East 61st Street North for the Wichita-Valley Center Flood Control Levee 

Certification and Rehabilitation Project. (County)  
f. Acquisition of Property at 6601 West 13th Street for the I-235 Floodway Crossing/13th Street 

Interchange Project. (Districts V and VI)  
g. Partial Acquisition of 3555 South Broadway for the Improvement of the Bridge on Broadway near 34th 

Street South. (District III)  
h. Partial Acquisition of Land in the 1500 Block of South 151st Street West and Grant of Pipeline 

Easements for the West Kellogg Freeway Project. (Districts IV and V)  
i. Partial Acquisition of 2121 North 135th Street West for the 135th Street from 13th Street to 21st Street 

Improvement Project. (District V) 
j.  Partial Acquisition of Property located between I-235 and the Big Ditch for the Interstate 235 Floodway 

Crossing/13th Street Interchange Project. (Districts V and VI)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve budgets and Contracts; authorize necessary signatures. 

9. Minutes of Advisory Boards/Commissions 
 
Joint Investment Committee, November 15, 2011 
Joint Investment Committee, December 1, 2011 
Wichita Airport Advisory Board, December 5, 2011 
Wichita Historic Preservation Board, December 12, 2011 
Wichita Public Library, December 20, 2011 
Board of Code Standards and Appeals, December 5, 2011 
Board of Park Commissioners, December 21, 2012 
Board of Park Commissioners, January 9, 2012 
Stormwater Advisory Board, January 6, 2012 
Wichita Employees Retirement System, December 21, 2011 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 
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10. Proposed Assessment Rolls 
 

Proposed Assessment Rolls have been prepared for eight (8) water projects, six (6) sewer projects and three(3) 
storm sewer projects and it is necessary to set a public hearing date.  Informal hearing with City personnel will be 
held February 27, 2012 at 11:00 a.m.  Notification of both the informal and formal public hearings regarding the 
proposed special assessments will be mailed to affected property owners on February 17, 2012. 

 
 RECOMMENDED ACTION: Set the hearing on the Proposed Assessment Rolls for 9:30 a.m., Tuesday, March 

6, 2012 and publish the notices of hearing at least once not less than 10 days 
prior to the date of the hearing. 

 
 

11. Report on Claims for December, 2011.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 

12. Cooperative Agreement with Heartland PTAC.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Continue its relationship as a sub-contractor with Heartland PTAC Missouri 
Southern State University, approve the 2012 Letter of Commitment and proposed 
budget, and authorize the necessary budget adjustments and signatures. 

13. Sidewalk Repair and Sidewalk Cleaning Assessment Program. (Districts I, II, III and VI)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the proposed Assessments and place the Ordinances on first reading. 

14. South Meridian Corridor Plan Contract.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the selection of Baughman Company, P.A. to complete the South 
Meridian Corridor Plan and authorize the necessary signatures to execute the 
contract as the fiscal agent for the WAMPO. 

15. Approval of Offers for the Improvement of the Kellogg Avenue, US Highway 54 from Cypress to Chateau. 
(District II)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the offers and authorize the necessary signatures. 

16. Acceptance of Grant Funds.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Authorize the Housing and Community Services Department to accept grant 
funding from the AT&T Foundation to provide training, re-training and/or job 
placement for Housing First participants. 
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17. 2012 Community Services Block Grant Application.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the 2012 Community Services Block Grant funding application and 
authorize the necessary signatures. 

18. Second Reading Ordinances: (First Read January 24, 2012) 
List of Second Reading Ordinances.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt the Ordinances. 

 
II. CONSENT PLANNING AGENDA ITEMS 

 
NOTICE: Public hearing on planning items is conducted by the MAPC under provisions of State law.  Adopted policy is that additional hearing on 

zoning applications will not be conducted by the City Council unless a statement alleging (1) unfair hearing before the MAPC, or (2) 
alleging new facts or evidence has been filed with the City Clerk by 5p.m. on the Wednesday preceding this meeting.  The Council will 
determine from the written statement whether to return the matter to the MAPC for rehearing. 

 
19. *ZON2011-00039 – City zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-5”) to Neighborhood Retail 

(“NR”) with a Protective Overlay (“PO”) generally located on the northeast corner of 17th Street North and Tyler 
Road, 1820 North Tyler Road.  (District V) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt the findings of the MAPC and approve the zone change, authorize the 
Mayor to sign the ordinance and place the ordinance on first reading (simple 
majority required). 

20. *SUB2011-00018 -- Replat of Holland Commercial Addition located on the northwest corner of Kellogg and 
Tyler.  (District V) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the documents and plat, authorize the necessary signatures and adopt 
the Resolutions. 

21. *SUB2011-00041 -- Plat of Lampton Brothers 2nd Addition located on the north side of Central, East of 
Broadway.  (District VI) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the document and plat and authorize the necessary signatures. 

22. *SUB2011-00047 -- Plat of Resource Recovery Management Addition located on the northwest corner of 55th 
Street South and Ridge Road.  (County) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the documents and plat and authorize the necessary signatures. 

23. *SUB2011-00054 -- Plat of Central Park Plaza Addition located south of 29th Street North on the east side of 
Maize.  (District V) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the plat and authorize the necessary signatures. 
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24. *DED2012-00001 – Dedication of Street Right-of-Way located north of 13th Street North, east of 135th Street 
West.  (District V) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Accept the Dedication. 

 
II. CONSENT HOUSING AGENDA ITEMS 

 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Housing Authority for consideration and action on the items on this Agenda, 

pursuant to State law, HUD, and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion. 

Fern Griffith, Housing Member is also seated with the City Council. 
 

25. *Section 8 Administrative Plan Revisions. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Review and approve the Section 8 Administrative Plan revisions for the Section 8 
Housing Choice Voucher Program. 

 
II. CONSENT AIRPORT AGENDA ITEMS 

 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Airport Authority for consideration and action on items on this Agenda, pursuant 

to State law and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and adjourned at the 
conclusion.   

 
26. *Airparts Company - S. A. No. 16 - Wichita Mid-Continent Airport. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Supplemental Agreement and authorize the necessary signatures.  

27. *Wally's Structural Loads Consulting, LLC - Supplemental Agreement No. 1 for office use of 2120 Airport Road 
- Wichita Mid-Continent Airport. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Supplemental Agreement and authorize the necessary signatures.  
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  Agenda Item No. IV-1 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: Estoppel and Consent to Mortgage for Refinancing  (The Hotel at Old Town, LLC.)  
 (District VI) 
 
INITIATED BY: Office of Urban Development 
 
AGENDA: New Business 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation: Approve the Statement and Consent of Owner to leasehold mortgage, and authorize 
necessary signatures. 
 
Background: On May 8, 1998, the City Council approved the issuance of Taxable Industrial Revenue 
Bonds in an amount of $6.2 million to The Hotel at Old Town, Inc. (the “Company”).  Bond proceeds 
were used to acquire, renovate and equip the Keen Kutter Building in Old Town, into a 107-room, 
extended stay hotel.  Hotel at Old Town can now reduce their debt service requirements by refinancing.  
In 2003, the City Council approved the defeasance of the IRBs and consented to the refinancing of the 
IRBs by a loan from Security Bank. The Hotel at Old Town LLC, is now seeking a refinancing of the 
bank loan and is requesting City Council approval of a statement that the company is current on its 
obligations to the City and a consent to the new mortgage.  
 
Analysis:  Under the Development Agreement between the City of Wichita and the Hotel at Old Town 
LLC, the City agreed to purchase the Keen Kutter Building and lease it to the developer for 50 years, and 
the Company agreed to renovate the building into the Hotel at Old Town.  The City also made a 
$3,300,000 contribution to the renovation costs.  The development agreement and groundlease requires 
the Company to pay any shortfall in property and transient guest taxes below projections, until the present 
value of such taxes equals the City’s contribution. 
 
The City later conveyed title to the building to Old Town LLC so that historic tax credits could be 
obtained, but continued to lease the land to the hotel under the original 50-year lease terms. The Company 
leased the building back to the City, thereby giving the City its required interest in both the land and 
improvements needed to secure the IRBs through financing leases.  When the Company replaced the 
IRBs with a conventional loan in 2003, the IRB leasees were terminated, but the 50-year land lease 
remained in place.   
 
Fidelity Bank is proposing to make a new $5,500,000 mortgage loan and a $2,000,000 revolving line of 
credit for the hotel.  Because the ground lease with the City is still in place, Fidelity requires the City’s 
consent to the refinancing and a statement that the Company is in compliance with the terms of the 
ground lease. 
 
The development agreement and the ground lease provide for the City to consent to refinancings, which 
consents cannot be unreasonably withheld, conditioned or delayed, and also contains a mechanism for 
providing statements that the Company is in compliance with the lease terms.  The fact that the new 
Fidelity loan also includes a $2,000,000 line of credit requires City Council approval of the consent. 
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The Company has provided the City with annual accountings that show that the property and transient 
guest taxes paid by the hotel exceeded the projections contained in the agreements and is therefore in 
compliance with lease terms. 
 
Financial Considerations: There is no financial impact on the City resulting from the proposed changes 
to the documents. 
 
Goal Impact:  Economic Vitality and Affordable Living; Core Area and Neighborhood.  A successful 
hotel in the Old Town area will help provide an anchor for downtown revitalization as well as a quality of 
life amenity that helps attract jobs and workers to the area. 
 
Legal Considerations:  All documents have been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended the City Council approve the Statement and Consent of 
Owner to the leasehold mortgage, and authorize necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Statement and Consent of Owner 
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STATEMENT AND CONSENT OF OWNER 
 
 
The undersigned, The City of Wichita, Kansas, a municipal corporation, owner of the property described as 
follows: 
 

Tract 1: The leasehold estate covering the land (without the building and improvements) and 
the subleasehold estate covering the buildings and improvements located on said land, created 
by Lease dated May 1, 1998, by and between the City of Wichita, Kansas, as both lessor and 
sublessor, and The Hotel at Old Town Inc., as both lessee and sublessee, notice of which is 
given by Notice of Lease recorded on Film 1824 Page 631, and Addendum to Amended and 
Restated Lease recorded on Film 2696 Page 2234, demising and leasing for a term of years 
beginning May 1, 1998 and ending December 31, 2049, the following described premises, to-
wit: 

 
Lot 9, except the West 20 feet thereof, on Mosley Avenue, in East Wichita, Sedgwick County, 
Kansas together with the West 10 feet of vacated Mosley Avenue adjoining on the East, 

 
AND 

 
Lot 11, except the West 20 feet thereof, and except beginning at the Northeast corner of said 
Lot 11; thence South along the East line thereof, 139.81 feet; thence West 149.79 feet more or 
less to a point on the West line of said Lot 11, being 139.87 feet South of the Northwest 
corner thereof; thence North to the Northwest corner thereof; thence East 149.80 feet more or 
less to the point of beginning, on Mosley Avenue, in East Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas, 
together with the West 10 feet of vacated Mosley Avenue adjoining on the East. 

 
Tract 2: a non-exclusive easement for the benefit of Tract 1, created by Easement recorded 
on Film 1824 Page 611 for the purpose of locating, construction, building, maintaining, 
operating, and repairing and electrical generator, heating ventilation and air conditioning 
equipment and other electrical equipment, together with underground utility lines to and from 
the equipment, including right of ingress and egress, over the land described therein. 

 
 
does hereby state, with respect to that certain lease dated May 1, 1998, by and between The City of Wichita, 
Kansas a municipal corporation (“Landlord”), and The Hotel at Old Town, Inc., a Kansas corporation 
(“Tenant”), notice of which is given by the Notice of Lease filed May 1, 1998 as Doc# Flm-Page 1824631, and 
Amended and Restated Lease recorded on Doc# Flm-Page 26962234 (collectively, the “Lease”), that said Lease 
is unmodified, except for those modifications made to definitions of words and terms and to Sections 3.2 and 6.5 
by that certain Addendum to Amended and Restated Lease dated as of May 15, 2003, and is in full force and 
effect as modified.  Rent and other charges, if any, have been paid to December 31, 2011, and no Rent is 
currently payable under the Lease.  The Term will expire December 31, 2049, unless sooner terminated under 
the provisions of the Lease, and no notice of default has been given to the Tenant which has not been cured.  
Further, to the best knowledge of the undersigned, the Tenant is not in default in performance of any covenant, 
agreement or condition contained in the Lease, as modified, except for the Section 3.2 requirements to provide 
financial statements. 
 
In addition, Landlord does hereby consent to Tenant granting a first priority mortgage lien to Fidelity Bank of 
Wichita, KS (“Bank”), on the Tenant’s interest in above-described leasehold estate, in order that Tenant may 
procure financing from Bank for the improved assets owned by Tenant thereon. 
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Dated this _________day of _________________________, 2012 
 
 
The City of Wichita, Kansas (Landlord) 
 
 
 
By: ________________________________________ 
      Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
 
STATE OF KANSAS, SEDGWICK COUNTY}: ss. 
 
The foregoing instrument of writing was acknowledged before me on the _________ day of 

_________________________, 2012, by Carl Brewer, Mayor of The City of Wichita, Kansas, and Karen 

Sublett, City Clerk of such city, for and on behalf of, and as the act and deed of said city. 

 
 
 
       ____________________________________ 
       Notary Public 
 
 
 
My term expires: _____________________ 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
_________________________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, City Attorney and  
  Director of Law 
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   Agenda Item No. IV-2  
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
February 7, 2012 

 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   Ordinance to Terminate the Southfork Redevelopment District (Tax Increment 

Financing) (District III) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Urban Development 
 
AGENDA:   New Business 
 
 
Recommendations: Approve the request for declaration of emergency and adopt the ordinance on first 
reading. 
 
Background:  On December 6, 2011, the City Council held a public hearing and approved an ordinance 
establishing a redevelopment district in the area near the intersection of 47th Street South and I-135 for the 
purpose of providing tax increment financing (TIF) to pay a portion of the costs of building a mixed use 
development.  On January 4, 2012, the Sedgwick County Commission passed a resolution making a 
finding that the creation of the Southfork Redevelopment District will have an adverse impact on 
Sedgwick County, effectively vetoing the establishment of the District.  Under state law, the City Council 
must now adopt an ordinance terminating the redevelopment district. 
 
Analysis:  State law gives counties and school districts 30 days from the public hearing on establishment 
of a TIF redevelopment district to determine whether establishment of the district would have an adverse 
impact on the county or school district.  If either the governing board of a county or school district 
determines an adverse impact, the district cannot be established.  Cities then have 30 days from receipt of 
a resolution determining an adverse impact to pass an ordinance terminating the district. 
 
On January 9, 2012, the City received a copy of Sedgwick County Resolution 001-2012, stating that the 
Southfork Redevelopment District will have an adverse affect on Sedgwick County.  The City Council 
has until February 8, 2012 to adopt the attached ordinance terminating the Southfork Redevelopment 
District.  Adoption of an ordinance on first reading will require approval of a declaration of emergency. 
 
Financial Considerations:  Repeal of the ordinance establishing a redevelopment district will eliminate 
the use of tax increment financing for eligible improvements in the Southfork redevelopment project.  
 
Goal Impact:  Economic Vitality and Affordable Living and Quality of Life.  Redevelopment of blighted 
or declining areas is needed to avoid economic stagnation.  Business prospects and workers seeking to 
relocate are attracted to a city that takes care of its older sections. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The attached resolution declaring an emergency and the repealing ordinance have 
been reviewed by the City’s Law Department and approved as to form.  
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the request for declaration 
of emergency and adopt the ordinance on first reading. 
 
Attachment(s): Declaration of Emergency and ordinance 
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028001 
ORDINANCE NO. 49-199 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, REPEALING ORDINANCE 
NO. 49-161 OF SAID CITY. 
 WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 49-161 of the City of Wichita, adopted December 13, 2011, 
provided for the establishment of the Southfork Redevelopment District; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, The Board of Commissioners of Sedgwick County (“County”) passed 
Resolution 001-2012 stating that the County has determined that the Southfork Redevelopment 
District would have an adverse effect on the County; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body of the City of Wichita wishes to repeal Ordinance No. 
49-161 pursuant to K.S.A. 12-1771; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 SECTION 1.  Repeal of Ordinance No. 49-161.  Ordinance No. 49-161 of the City of 
Wichita is hereby repealed. 
 
 SECTION 2.   Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from  
and after its adoption by the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, and publication 
once in the official newspaper of the City. 
 PASSED by the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas this 7th day of February, 
2012. 
   
      CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS  
 
 
 
      By_______________________________________  
           Carl Brewer, Mayor  
 
ATTEST:   
______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk  
 
(SEAL)  
 
 
Approved as to Form:   
______________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf  
City Attorney  
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REQUEST FOR DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY 
 
REQUEST OF THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, FOR THE DECLARATION 
BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SAID CITY OF THE EXISTENCE OF A PUBLIC EMERGENCY 
REQUIRING THE ADOPTION OF AN ORDINANCE BELOW DESIGNATED. 
 
 
TO THE MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 I, Carl Brewer, Mayor of the City of Wichita, Kansas, hereby request that the City Council 
declare that a public emergency exists requiring the final adoption and passage on the day of its 
introduction, to wit, February 7, 2012, of an Ordinance entitled: 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-199 
 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, REPEALING ORDINANCE NO. 49-161 
OF SAID CITY. 
 
 The general nature of such public emergency lies in the need to pass and publish the proposed 
repeal as soon as possible, to ensure that the City repeals Ordinance 49-161 within 30 days of receipt of a 
resolution from the Board of County Commissioners of Sedgwick County determining that a 
redevelopment district will have an adverse impact on the County. 
 
   It is therefore expedient at this time that the City Council find and determine that a public 
emergency exists by reason of the foregoing and that the above entitled Ordinance be finally adopted on 
the day of its introduction. 
 
 Executed at Wichita, Kansas on this 7th day of February, 2012. 
 
 
      MAYOR OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 
 
      __________________________________________  
      Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
(Seal)  
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, City Attorney 
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          Agenda Item No. IV-3 
         

 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
November 15, 2011 

 
 

    
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Quarterly Financial Report for the Quarter Ending September 30, 2011 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Finance  
 
AGENDA:  New Business 
 
 
Recommendation:  Receive and file the quarterly financial report. 
 
Background:  The Finance Department prepares quarterly unaudited financial reports to monitor and review the 
financial activities of the operating and capital funds. The report is presented to provide the City Council and 
citizens with information that will assist in making informed decisions. The report is available on the City’s 
web-site. Citizens may obtain a printed copy by contacting the Department of Finance at 268-4651. 
 
Analysis:  Comparisons of budgeted amounts to actual revenue and expenditures are provided for each 
operating fund.  In addition, financial statements prepared on an accrual basis are presented for enterprise funds, 
consistent with requirements of revenue bond covenants. The quarterly financial report does not contain all the 
entries and adjustments that will be reflected in the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the fiscal year.  
 
Financial highlights are summarized beginning on page iii, with financial statements beginning on page 1.  
Information supplementary to the financial statements begins on page 61, including information on the 
performance of invested funds, the City’s bonded indebtedness relative to the legal debt limitations, capital 
projects currently underway, tax abatements, the status of the Debt Service fund relative to any debt service 
payments due from the tax increment financing districts, and a quarterly summary of disadvantaged and 
emerging business activity.  
 
Financial Considerations:  The Director of Finance will provide a financial overview at the City Council 
meeting. 
 
Goal Impact:  The Internal Perspective is advanced with the Quarterly Financial Report providing information 
on the financial condition of the City to the City Council, to the citizens of Wichita and to investors. In addition, 
the report demonstrates budgetary compliance with applicable laws and ordinances for the reporting year. 
 
Legal Considerations:  None. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council receive and file the Quarterly Financial 
Report for the quarter ended September 30, 2011. 
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         Agenda Item No. IV-4 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: 135th Street West Improvement, between Kellogg and Onewood (District V) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:  New Business 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation: Approve the design concept and budget for right-of-way.  
 
Background:  The Capital Improvement Program (CIP) adopted by the City Council includes funding to 
improve 135th Street West, between Kellogg and Onewood. The District V Advisory Board held a 
neighborhood hearing for the project on January 9, 2012. The Board voted 7-0 to recommend approval of 
the project. An open house was held prior to the District Advisory Board meeting to discuss the project 
with the neighborhood. 
 
Analysis:  The existing roadway is a two lane asphalt mat with drainage ditches. The proposed 
improvement will provide a three lane roadway with one through lane in each direction and a center two-
way left turn lane. Drainage improvements will be constructed including the replacement and extension of 
two large concrete drainage culverts that cross 135th St. West near the north end of the project. A six foot 
sidewalk will be constructed on the east side of the street, and a ten foot multi-use path will be 
constructed on the west side, with the available right-of-way landscaped. Construction is planned to begin 
in the spring of 2013 and be completed in fall 2013, depending on right-of-way acquisition and utility 
relocation.  Traffic will be carried one-way south bound throughout construction except during the 
installation of the concrete drainage culverts, which will close 135th to thru traffic for approximately three 
to four weeks.   
 
Financial Consideration:  On August 24, 2010, the City Council approved $160,000 for the design of 
the project. Staff is requesting that Council authorize a $250,000 budget for right-of-way acquisition, 
resulting in an approved budget of $410,000. The funding source is General Obligation bonds.  The 
additional cost is included in the proposed 2011-2020 CIP.  The project will be returned to the City 
Council at a future date for approval of construction funding. 
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by improving traffic flow through 
an important transportation corridor. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the amending ordinance as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the design concept, approve 
the budget for right-of-way, place the amending ordinance on first reading and authorize the signing of 
State/Federal agreements as required.  
 
Attachments:  Map, CIP sheet and amending ordinance.

23



 

 

 
 
 

24



 
132019 

Published in the Wichita Eagle on February 17, 2012 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-206 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 48-809 OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS DECLARING 135TH SREET WEST, 
BETWEEN KELLOGG AND ONEWOOD STREET (472-84915) TO 
BE A MAIN TRAFFICWAY WITHIN THE CITY OF WICHITA 
KANSAS; DECLARING THE NECESSITY OF AND AUTHORIZING 
CERTAIN IMPROVEMENTS TO SAID MAIN TRAFFICWAY; AND 
SETTING FORTH THE NATURE OF SAID IMPROVEMENTS, THE 
ESTIMATED COSTS THEREOF, AND THE MANNER OF 
PAYMENT OF THE SAME. 

 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 SECTION 1.  SECTION 2 of Ordinance 48-809 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 
“SECTION 2.  It is hereby deemed and declared to be necessary by the governing body of the 
City of Wichita, Kansas, to make improvements to 135th Street West between Kellogg and 
Onewood Street (472-84915) as a main trafficway in the following particulars: 
 
The design and acquisition of right-of-way as necessary for a major traffic facility.” 

 
 SECTION 2.    SECTION 3 of Ordinance No. 48-809 is hereby amended to read as follows:   
  

“SECTION 3. The cost of the above described improvements is estimated to be Four Hundred 
Ten Thousand Dollars ($410,000) exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed money, with the 
total paid by the City of Wichita.  Said City cost, when ascertained, shall be borne by the City of 
Wichita at large by the issuance of General Obligation Bonds under the authority of K.S.A. 12-
689.”   
 

SECTION 3.  The original SECTIONS 2 and 3 of Ordinance No. 48-809 are hereby repealed. 
 

SECTION 4.  That the City Clerk shall make proper publication of this ordinance, which shall be 
published once in the official City paper and which shall be effective from and after said publication. 

 
PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 14th day of February, 2012. 
 
        ___________________________   

                     Carl Brewer, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
(SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:       
 
______________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf 
Director of Law 
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Agenda Item No. IV-5 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

  February 7, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: 13th Street Improvement, Hydraulic to Oliver (District I) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA: New Business 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the revised budget. 
 
Background:  The 2009-2018 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) includes funding to reconstruct 13th 
Street, between Hydraulic and Oliver.  On November 6, 2007, the City Council approved the design 
concept and partial funding to begin right-of-way acquisition. Right-of-way acquisition is substantially 
complete and utility relocation work is projected to be completed in late summer of 2012.  Approval of 
construction funding is requested at this time.   
 
Analysis: The approved design concept is a five lane roadway with four through lanes and a center  
two-way left turn lane.  A storm water sewer will be constructed to improve drainage and wider sidewalk 
will be constructed on both sides of 13th Street. Construction is planned to begin in August 2012 and be 
completed in late 2013.   
    
Financial Considerations:  On March 22, 2011, the City Council approved a budget of $3,710,000 for 
completion of design and final right-of-way acquisition.  An additional $11,500,000 is requested for 
construction improvements for a total budget of $15,210,000.  The additional general obligation bond 
funding is included in the Proposed 2011-2020 CIP.  The project will also include replacement of the 
existing water and sanitary sewer systems throughout the project, which will be funded from the Water 
Utility revenues and reserves, and/or a future revenue bond issue. The funding is included in the proposed 
2011-2020 CIP with a budget of $1,250,000 for water and $900,000 for sewer.    
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by improving traffic flow and 
drainage in an existing residential and commercial area. 
 
Legal Considerations: The Law Department has approved the amending ordinance as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the revised budget, place 
the amending ordinance on first reading and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  CIP sheet, amending ordinance, resolutions and Notice of Intent. 
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132019                   
 

First Published in the Wichita Eagle February 17, 2012 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-204 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 48-979  OF THE CITY OF 
WICHITA, KANSAS DECLARING 13TH STREET, BETWEEN I-135 FREEWAY 
AND WOODLAWN (472-84320) TO BE A MAIN TRAFFICWAY WITHIN THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS; DECLARING THE NECESSITY OF AND 
AUTHORIZING CERTAIN IMPROVEMENTS TO SAID MAIN TRAFFICWAY; 
AND SETTING FORTH THE NATURE OF SAID IMPROVEMENTS, THE 
ESTIMATED COSTS THEREOF, AND THE MANNER OF PAYMENT OF SAME. 

 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
SECTION 1. SECTION 1 of Ordinance No. 48-979 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 
“SECTION 1. SECTION 2 of Ordinance No. 47-680 is herby amended to read as follows: 

 
SECTION 2.  SECTION 3 of Ordinance No. 46-838 is hereby amended to read as follows:  

 
SECTION 3.  The cost of the construction of the above described improvements is 
estimated to be Fifteen Million Two Hundred Ten Thousand Dollars ($15,210,000) 
exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed money.  Said City cost, when ascertained, 
shall be bourne by the City of Wichita at large, by the issuance of general obligation bonds 
under the authority of K.S.A. 12-689.”  

 
SECTION 2.SECTION 1 of Ordinance No. 47-680 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 
“SECTION 1. SECTION 2 of ordinance 46-838 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 
SECTION 2.  It is hereby deemed and declared to be necessary by the governing body of 
the City of Wichita, Kansas, to make improvements to 13th Street, between I-135 Freeway 
and Woodlawn (472-84320) as a main trafficway in the following particulars: 
 
The design, relocation of utilities, acquisition of the right-of-way and construction as 
necessary for a major traffic facility.” 

 
SECTION 3.  The original SECTION 1 of Ordinance No. 48-979 and the original SECTION 1 of 
Ordinance No. 47-680 is hereby repealed. 
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SECTION 4.  That the City Clerk shall make proper publication of this ordinance, which shall be published 
once in the official City paper and which shall be effective from and after said publication. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 14th  day of February, 2012. 
 
 
 
                                                                       
       CARL BREWER, MAYOR           
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
_______________________________                                                            
KAREN SUBLETT, CITY CLERK 
 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
______________________________________                                                
GARY REBENSTORF, DIRECTOR OF LAW 
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RESOLUTION NO. 12-031 
 
 A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, DECLARING IT NECESSARY 
TO CONSTRUCT, RECONSTRUCT, ALTER, REPAIR, IMPROVE, EXTEND AND ENLARGE THE 
WATER AND SEWER UTILITY OWNED AND OPERATED BY THE CITY, AND TO ISSUE 
REVENUE BONDS IN A TOTAL PRINCIPAL AMOUNT WHICH SHALL NOT EXCEED $1,250,000 
EXCLUSIVE OF THE COST OF INTEREST ON BORROWED MONEY, FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
PAYING CERTAIN COSTS THEREOF, AND PROVIDING FOR THE GIVING OF NOTICE OF SUCH 
INTENTION IN THE MANNER REQUIRED BY LAW.   
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas (the "City"), has heretofore 
by Ordinance No. 39-888, adopted May 26, 1987 and published in the official newspaper of the City on May 
29, 1987, as required by law, authorized the combining of the City-owned and operated municipal water 
utility and municipal sewer utility thereby creating the "City of Wichita, Kansas Water and Sewer Utility"; 
and 
 
  WHEREAS, the City is authorized under the Constitution and laws of the State of Kansas, 
including K.S.A. 10-1201 et seq., as amended and supplemented by Charter Ordinance No. 211 of the City 
of Wichita, Kansas (collectively, the “Act”), to issue revenue bonds to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, 
improve, extend and enlarge the Utility; 
 
 THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF 
WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 SECTION 1. Pursuant to the laws of the State of Kansas, including the Act, it is 
hereby found and determined to be necessary and advisable to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, 
extend and enlarge the City of Wichita, Kansas Water and Sewer Utility, such construction, reconstruction, 
alterations, repairs, improvements, extensions and enlargements to include, but not be limited specifically to, 
WL 13th Hydraulic to Oliver (W-025) (the “Project”).  The total costs of the Project are estimated to be one 
million two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($1,250,000) exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed money.  
Available and unencumbered funds of the Utility will be used to pay a portion of the costs of the Project. 
 
 SECTION 2. It is hereby found and determined that the construction of the Project 
will not cause duplication of any existing water or sewer utility service furnished by a private utility in the 
City. 
 
 SECTION 3. It is hereby found and determined to be necessary and advisable to issue 
revenue bonds of the City, in a total principal amount which shall not exceed one million two hundred fifty 
thousand dollars ($1,250,000), exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed money, under the authority of 
the Act, to pay certain costs of the Project, and the expenses of issuing such revenue bonds.  Such revenue 
bonds shall not be general obligations of the City payable from taxation, but shall be payable from the 
revenues derived from the operations of the Utility.  Costs of the Project in excess of the proceeds of such 
revenue bonds shall be paid from unencumbered moneys of the Utility which will be available for that 
purpose. 
 
 SECTION 4. It is hereby found and determined to be necessary, before such revenue 
bonds can be issued, to publish one time in the City's official newspaper a Notice of the Governing Body's 
intention to initiate and complete the Project and to issue such revenue bonds, such Notice to be in the form 
which is attached hereto and made a part hereof by reference as though fully set forth herein.  If, within 
Fifteen (15) days from and after the date of the publication of the Notice, there shall be filed in the Office of 
the City Clerk a written protest against the Project and the issuance of the revenue bonds, which protest is 
signed by not less than Twenty Percent (20%) of the qualified electors of the City, then the question of the 
Project and the issuance of the revenue bonds shall be submitted to the electors of the City at a special 
election which shall be called for that purpose as provided by law.  If a sufficient protest to the Project and 
the issuance of the revenue bonds is not filed within said Fifteen (15) day period, then the Governing Body 
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shall have the authority to authorize and proceed with the Project and the sale and issuance of the revenue 
bonds. 
 
 SECTION 5. This Resolution shall be in force and take effect from and after its 
adoption and approval. 
 
 ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, not 
less than two-thirds of the members voting in favor thereof, on February 7th, 2012. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(Seal) __________________________________ 
           CARL BREWER, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_______________________________________ 
        KAREN SUBLETT, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
By_____________________________________ 
       GARY E. REBENSTORF, Director of Law 
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RESOLUTION NO. 12-031 

 
 A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, DECLARING IT NECESSARY 
TO CONSTRUCT, RECONSTRUCT, ALTER, REPAIR, IMPROVE, EXTEND AND ENLARGE THE 
WATER AND SEWER UTILITY OWNED AND OPERATED BY THE CITY, AND TO ISSUE 
REVENUE BONDS IN A TOTAL PRINCIPAL AMOUNT WHICH SHALL NOT EXCEED $900,000 
EXCLUSIVE OF THE COST OF INTEREST ON BORROWED MONEY, FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
PAYING CERTAIN COSTS THEREOF, AND PROVIDING FOR THE GIVING OF NOTICE OF SUCH 
INTENTION IN THE MANNER REQUIRED BY LAW.   
 
 WHEREAS, the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas (the "City"), has heretofore 
by Ordinance No. 39-888, adopted May 26, 1987 and published in the official newspaper of the City on May 
29, 1987, as required by law, authorized the combining of the City-owned and operated municipal water 
utility and municipal sewer utility thereby creating the "City of Wichita, Kansas Water and Sewer Utility"; 
and 
 
  WHEREAS, the City is authorized under the Constitution and laws of the State of Kansas, 
including K.S.A. 10-1201 et seq., as amended and supplemented by Charter Ordinance No. 211 of the City 
of Wichita, Kansas (collectively, the “Act”), to issue revenue bonds to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, 
improve, extend and enlarge the Utility; 
 
 THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF 
WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 SECTION 1. Pursuant to the laws of the State of Kansas, including the Act, it is 
hereby found and determined to be necessary and advisable to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, 
extend and enlarge the City of Wichita, Kansas Water and Sewer Utility, such construction, reconstruction, 
alterations, repairs, improvements, extensions and enlargements to include, but not be limited specifically to, 
SS 13th Hydraulic to Oliver (S-018) (the “Project”).  The total costs of the Project are estimated to be nine 
hundred thousand dollars ($900,000) exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed money.  Available and 
unencumbered funds of the Utility will be used to pay a portion of the costs of the Project. 
 
 SECTION 2. It is hereby found and determined that the construction of the Project 
will not cause duplication of any existing water or sewer utility service furnished by a private utility in the 
City. 
 
 SECTION 3. It is hereby found and determined to be necessary and advisable to issue 
revenue bonds of the City, in a total principal amount which shall not exceed nine hundred thousand dollars 
($900,000), exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed money, under the authority of the Act, to pay 
certain costs of the Project, and the expenses of issuing such revenue bonds.  Such revenue bonds shall not 
be general obligations of the City payable from taxation, but shall be payable from the revenues derived 
from the operations of the Utility.  Costs of the Project in excess of the proceeds of such revenue bonds shall 
be paid from unencumbered moneys of the Utility which will be available for that purpose. 
 
 SECTION 4. It is hereby found and determined to be necessary, before such revenue 
bonds can be issued, to publish one time in the City's official newspaper a Notice of the Governing Body's 
intention to initiate and complete the Project and to issue such revenue bonds, such Notice to be in the form 
which is attached hereto and made a part hereof by reference as though fully set forth herein.  If, within 
Fifteen (15) days from and after the date of the publication of the Notice, there shall be filed in the Office of 
the City Clerk a written protest against the Project and the issuance of the revenue bonds, which protest is 
signed by not less than Twenty Percent (20%) of the qualified electors of the City, then the question of the 
Project and the issuance of the revenue bonds shall be submitted to the electors of the City at a special 
election which shall be called for that purpose as provided by law.  If a sufficient protest to the Project and 
the issuance of the revenue bonds is not filed within said Fifteen (15) day period, then the Governing Body 

33



shall have the authority to authorize and proceed with the Project and the sale and issuance of the revenue 
bonds. 
 
 SECTION 5. This Resolution shall be in force and take effect from and after its 
adoption and approval. 
 
 ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, 
not less than two-thirds of the members voting in favor thereof, on February 7, 2012. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(Seal) __________________________________ 
           CARL BREWER, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_______________________________________ 
        KAREN SUBLETT, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
By_____________________________________ 
       GARY E. REBENSTORF, Director of Law 
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OCA: 635803 
 
(Published in the Wichita Eagle, on February 10, 2012.) 
 
NOTICE OF INTENTION TO CONSTRUCT, RECONSTRUCT, ALTER, REPAIR, IMPROVE, 
EXTEND AND ENLARGE THE WATER AND SEWER UTILITY OWNED AND OPERATED BY 
THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, AND TO ISSUE REVENUE BONDS, IN A TOTAL 
PRINCIPAL AMOUNT WHICH SHALL NOT EXCEED $200,000, FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
PAYING CERTAIN COSTS THEREOF. 
 
 
TO:  THE RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 
   You and each of you are hereby notified that the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, by 
Resolution No. 12-030, duly adopted February 7,  2012, has found and determined it to be necessary and 
declared its intention to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, extend and enlarge the City of Wichita, 
Kansas Water and Sewer Utility which is owned and operated by the City, such construction, reconstruction, 
alterations, repairs, improvements, extensions and enlargements to include, but not be limited specifically to, 
WL 13th Hydraulic to Oliver (W-025)  (called the "Project"). The total costs of the Project are estimated to 
be one million two hundred fifty thousand dollars ($1,250,000). The making of the Project will not cause 
duplication of any existing water or sewer utility service furnished by a private utility in the City. 
 
 You are hereby further notified that in order to provide financing for certain costs of the Project, the 
Governing Body has further found and determined it to be necessary and declared its intention to issue 
revenue bonds in a total principal amount which shall not exceed $1,250,000 under the authority of K.S.A. 
10-1201 et seq., as amended and supplemented including by Charter Ordinance No. 211 of the City of 
Wichita, Kansas. Such revenue bonds shall not be general obligation bonds of the City payable from 
taxation, but shall be payable only from the revenues derived from the operations of the Water and Sewer 
Utility. Costs of the Project in excess of the proceeds of such revenue bonds shall be paid from 
unencumbered moneys of the City which will be available for that purpose. 
 
 This Notice of Intent shall be published one time in the official newspaper of the City; and if, within 
fifteen (15) days from and after the publication date hereof, there shall be filed in the Office of the City 
Clerk a written protest against the Project and the issuance of the revenue bonds, which protest is signed by 
not less than twenty percent (20%) of the qualified electors of the City, then the question of the Project and 
the issuance of the revenue bonds shall be submitted to the electors of the City at a special election which 
shall be called for that purpose as provided by law. If no sufficient protest to the Project and the issuance of 
the revenue bonds is filed within said fifteen (15) day period, then the Governing Body shall have the 
authority to authorize and proceed with the Project and the issuance of the revenue bonds. 
 
 BY ORDER of the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, on February 7, 2012. 
 
 
   /s/ CARL BREWER, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
/s/ Karen Sublett, City Clerk
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OCA: 624000 
 
(Published in the Wichita Eagle, on February 10, 2012.) 
 
NOTICE OF INTENTION TO CONSTRUCT, RECONSTRUCT, ALTER, REPAIR, IMPROVE, EXTEND 
AND ENLARGE THE WATER AND SEWER UTILITY OWNED AND OPERATED BY THE CITY OF 
WICHITA, KANSAS, AND TO ISSUE REVENUE BONDS, IN A TOTAL PRINCIPAL AMOUNT WHICH 
SHALL NOT EXCEED $200,000, FOR THE PURPOSE OF PAYING CERTAIN COSTS THEREOF. 
 
 
TO:  THE RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 
   You and each of you are hereby notified that the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, by 
Resolution No. 12-031, duly adopted February 7, 2012, has found and determined it to be necessary and declared its 
intention to construct, reconstruct, alter, repair, improve, extend and enlarge the City of Wichita, Kansas Water and 
Sewer Utility which is owned and operated by the City, such construction, reconstruction, alterations, repairs, 
improvements, extensions and enlargements to include, but not be limited specifically to, SS 13th Hydraulic to Oliver 
(S-018)  (called the "Project"). The total costs of the Project are estimated to be nine hundred thousand dollars 
($900,000). The making of the Project will not cause duplication of any existing water or sewer utility service furnished 
by a private utility in the City. 
 
 You are hereby further notified that in order to provide financing for certain costs of the Project, the Governing 
Body has further found and determined it to be necessary and declared its intention to issue revenue bonds in a total 
principal amount which shall not exceed $900,000 under the authority of K.S.A. 10-1201 et seq., as amended and 
supplemented including by Charter Ordinance No. 211 of the City of Wichita, Kansas. Such revenue bonds shall not be 
general obligation bonds of the City payable from taxation, but shall be payable only from the revenues derived from 
the operations of the Water and Sewer Utility. Costs of the Project in excess of the proceeds of such revenue bonds 
shall be paid from unencumbered moneys of the City which will be available for that purpose. 
 
 This Notice of Intent shall be published one time in the official newspaper of the City; and if, within fifteen (15) 
days from and after the publication date hereof, there shall be filed in the Office of the City Clerk a written protest 
against the Project and the issuance of the revenue bonds, which protest is signed by not less than twenty percent (20%) 
of the qualified electors of the City, then the question of the Project and the issuance of the revenue bonds shall be 
submitted to the electors of the City at a special election which shall be called for that purpose as provided by law. If no 
sufficient protest to the Project and the issuance of the revenue bonds is filed within said fifteen (15) day period, then 
the Governing Body shall have the authority to authorize and proceed with the Project and the issuance of the revenue 
bonds. 
 
 BY ORDER of the Governing Body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, on February 7, 2012. 
 
 
   /s/ CARL BREWER, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
/s/ Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
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 Agenda Item No. IV-6 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council Members 
 
SUBJECT: Upgrade of Patron Edge software to include Counter Point Software for 

Arts and Cultural Facilities (All Districts) 
 
INITIATED BY: IT/IS 
 
AGENDA: New Business 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the funding and contract with Blackbaud, Inc. for additional 
Counter Point software and licensing and authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Background:  The original contract with Blackbaud, Inc., was approved in April 2005 for the 
purchase of the Patron Edge software system for ticketing and online ticket sales at Century II. 
This purchase did not include a sales and inventory system for concessions.  
 
Analysis:   IT/IS has been working with the Division of Arts and Cultural Services in the 
development and configuration of the Patron Edge software system. The addition of the Counter 
Point software will allow for expansion of current services including the ability to automate 
inventory by creating bar codes for scanning, producing reconciliation reports, creating gift cards 
that may be used at the Division’s Arts and Cultural facilities and  automating concession sales.  
Automation of concession sales and inventory will eliminate concession product waste and create 
controls for cash and credit card transactions. The purchase of the software will include twelve 
(12) licenses for use at the four facilities currently under the management of the Division.  
 
IT/IS, Finance and the Division of Arts and Cultural Services have determined the additional 
software and licenses will allow closer management of cash and credit card transactions by 
putting better tracking and accountability controls in place. Use of the gift card for purchase of 
admission and gift shop items is expected to increase earned revenue in all of the facilities and 
improve inventory tracking and reconciliation. As an integrated addition to the Patron Edge 
software system, Counter Point will expand and enhance the service capabilities currently being 
offered to Century II, CityArts, Old Cowtown Museum and Mid-America All-Indian Center. 
 
Financial Considerations: The total cost for the integration of the Counter Point software 
system into the existing Patron Edge system is $50,000.  Funding for the project is included in 
the Capital Improvement Project budget for the renovations of Century II’s Concert Hall.  
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Internal Perspective goal by influencing the following 
indicators: Improve Technology Efficiencies and Increase Productivity.  
 
Legal Considerations: The Law Department has reviewed and approved the addendum to the 
contract as to form. 
 

37



Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the contract with 
Blackbaud, Inc. for additional Counter Point software and licensing and authorize the necessary 
signatures.  
 
Attachments:  Agreement to Purchase Counterpoint Licenses 
  Agreement to Purchase Patron Edge Online 
  Scope of Work for Blackbaud CounterPoint SQL 
  Scope of Work for Blackbaud Patron Edge Consulting Service 
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City of Wichita 
Blackbaud Professional Services Scope of Work 

 
January 9, 2012 
ATPID:  501139 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

1 CONSULTING SERVICES

1.1 The Patron Edge Consulting Services

1.1.1 Retainer Scope of Work  

Blackbaud and Client Joint Responsibilities: 

The consultant will conduct a conference call with 
the overall retainer engagement including but not limit
of and consulting on best practice around the Merchandise module and reloadable gift cards.
 
The consultant's time allocations for the engagement will be delivered in a mini
City of Wichita will work with the consultant to schedule all remote or onsite work agreeable to both parties’ 
schedules. Email and phone messages to the consultant from 
will be handled and responded to in a timely manner. Tasks and work related to the scope of service not 
outlined as part of the scope of work will be documented in a Change Order. 
 
The consultant will work with City of Wichita

 
o Assist in configuration of merchandise online
o Assist in configuration of reloadable gift card options in Patron Edge and establishing best practice 

within the program 
 

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

CONSULTING SERVICES 

Consulting Services 

The consultant will conduct a conference call with City of Wichita’s staff to outline an agenda and timeline for 
including but not limited to the tasks and objectives related to the installation 

of and consulting on best practice around the Merchandise module and reloadable gift cards.

The consultant's time allocations for the engagement will be delivered in a minimum of (4) four hour blocks. 
will work with the consultant to schedule all remote or onsite work agreeable to both parties’ 

schedules. Email and phone messages to the consultant from City of Wichita are considered billable tasks and 
handled and responded to in a timely manner. Tasks and work related to the scope of service not 

outlined as part of the scope of work will be documented in a Change Order.  

City of Wichita to complete the following: 

in configuration of merchandise online 
Assist in configuration of reloadable gift card options in Patron Edge and establishing best practice 

Scope of Work 
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staff to outline an agenda and timeline for 
ed to the tasks and objectives related to the installation 

of and consulting on best practice around the Merchandise module and reloadable gift cards.  

mum of (4) four hour blocks. 
will work with the consultant to schedule all remote or onsite work agreeable to both parties’ 

are considered billable tasks and 
handled and responded to in a timely manner. Tasks and work related to the scope of service not 

Assist in configuration of reloadable gift card options in Patron Edge and establishing best practice 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

2 FEES AND BILLING 

2.1 Estimated Budget 

The fees and billing for the Scope of Work described in this 
 

Consulting Services Estimated Budget
Service Description 

Patron Edge Consulting Services 
Documentation Specialist 

2.2 Billing Terms 

The billing terms referenced in the billing terms column of the Consulting Services Estimated Budget table are 
described in the following paragraphs. 
 
T&M The professional services described here are provided on a time

only. 
 
The estimate(s) cited above represents an estimate only and does not reflect any binding 
obligation for Blackbaud to complete those services within the estimated time or cost. Any 
required changes to the estimates will be processed with approval as defined
Order section of this agreement.
 
Upon signing and returning the Agreement to Purchase, Blackbaud shall invoice 
Wichita for services rendered based on the number of hours expended by Blackba

 
In addition to the aforementioned, please refer to Section 3 of the 
entitled “Fees, Expenses and Payment” 

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

The fees and billing for the Scope of Work described in this document are described in the following table:

Consulting Services Estimated Budget 
Hours Rate Fee

6 $225/hr 
1 $100/hr 

billing terms referenced in the billing terms column of the Consulting Services Estimated Budget table are 

The professional services described here are provided on a time-and

The estimate(s) cited above represents an estimate only and does not reflect any binding 
obligation for Blackbaud to complete those services within the estimated time or cost. Any 
required changes to the estimates will be processed with approval as defined
Order section of this agreement. 

Upon signing and returning the Agreement to Purchase, Blackbaud shall invoice 
for services rendered based on the number of hours expended by Blackba

In addition to the aforementioned, please refer to Section 3 of the Master Software and Services Agreement
 

Scope of Work 
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document are described in the following table: 

Fee Billing Terms 
$1350 T&M 
$100 T&M 

billing terms referenced in the billing terms column of the Consulting Services Estimated Budget table are 

and-materials (T&M) basis 

The estimate(s) cited above represents an estimate only and does not reflect any binding 
obligation for Blackbaud to complete those services within the estimated time or cost. Any 
required changes to the estimates will be processed with approval as defined in the Change 

Upon signing and returning the Agreement to Purchase, Blackbaud shall invoice City of 
for services rendered based on the number of hours expended by Blackbaud. 

Master Software and Services Agreement 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

3 APPENDIX: OPERATING GUIDELINES AND GENERAL ASSUMPTIONS

3.1 Change Orders 

Blackbaud will not perform services identified by either party as outside this Scope of Work without the 
following procedure: 

• The Blackbaud Consultant will provide a Change Order documenting the scope change; additional 
resources required; changes to the work plan, including due dates, if ap
estimated time and fees, if applicable.

• Blackbaud will perform the additional services after receiving formal authorization. Formal 
authorization constitutes City of Wichita
pay Blackbaud for, any additional services requested and set forth in the Change Order.

  
Both City of Wichita and Blackbaud must properly execute the Cha
requested or assigned to the task(s) or any services will be performed.
 
Any properly executed Change Order is subject to the terms of 

3.2 Deliverable Acceptance 

Deliverables will be considered accepted by 
City of Wichita of errors within ten (10) business days of
errors within ten (10) business days after receipt of the deliverable, Blackbaud will address reported errors in a 
revised deliverable. City of Wichita will then have an additional ten (10) business days to report that all errors 
have been resolved by the revised deliverable.
 
If Blackbaud does not receive written notification of unresolved errors, the deliverable will be considered 
accepted by City of Wichita. 

3.3 Expiration of Scope of Work

If, (i) within one year of execution of the Scope of Work, 
performed, or (ii) if City of Wichita has scheduled work to be performed, but due to unavailability of 
Wichita such work has not commenced within six (6) months of being scheduled, the Scope of 
deemed to be terminated by City of Wichita
of Work shall be retained by Blackbaud and appl

3.4 Cancellation Policy 

3.4.1 Fixed Price Services 
Cancellations or postponements of a scheduled Fixed Price (FP
service may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 10 or more business 
the service. Cancellations or postponements of less than 10 business days follow the policy below:
 

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

APPENDIX: OPERATING GUIDELINES AND GENERAL ASSUMPTIONS

identified by either party as outside this Scope of Work without the 

The Blackbaud Consultant will provide a Change Order documenting the scope change; additional 
resources required; changes to the work plan, including due dates, if applicable; and additional 
estimated time and fees, if applicable. 
Blackbaud will perform the additional services after receiving formal authorization. Formal 

City of Wichita Project Manager’s written acceptance of, and agreement to 
pay Blackbaud for, any additional services requested and set forth in the Change Order.

and Blackbaud must properly execute the Change Order before any resources will be 
requested or assigned to the task(s) or any services will be performed. 

is subject to the terms of this Scope of Work. 

 

Deliverables will be considered accepted by City of Wichita unless Blackbaud receives written notification from 
of errors within ten (10) business days of receipt. If Blackbaud receives written notification of 

errors within ten (10) business days after receipt of the deliverable, Blackbaud will address reported errors in a 
then have an additional ten (10) business days to report that all errors 

have been resolved by the revised deliverable. 

If Blackbaud does not receive written notification of unresolved errors, the deliverable will be considered 

Expiration of Scope of Work 

If, (i) within one year of execution of the Scope of Work, City of Wichita has not scheduled any work to be 
has scheduled work to be performed, but due to unavailability of 

such work has not commenced within six (6) months of being scheduled, the Scope of 
City of Wichita and any fees paid by City of Wichita in connection with this Scope 

of Work shall be retained by Blackbaud and applied toward a cancellation fee. 

Cancellations or postponements of a scheduled Fixed Price (FP-100%, FP-50% or FP-
service may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 10 or more business days before the start of 
the service. Cancellations or postponements of less than 10 business days follow the policy below:

Scope of Work 
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APPENDIX: OPERATING GUIDELINES AND GENERAL ASSUMPTIONS 

identified by either party as outside this Scope of Work without the 

The Blackbaud Consultant will provide a Change Order documenting the scope change; additional 
plicable; and additional 

Blackbaud will perform the additional services after receiving formal authorization. Formal 
Project Manager’s written acceptance of, and agreement to 

pay Blackbaud for, any additional services requested and set forth in the Change Order. 

nge Order before any resources will be 

unless Blackbaud receives written notification from 
receipt. If Blackbaud receives written notification of 

errors within ten (10) business days after receipt of the deliverable, Blackbaud will address reported errors in a 
then have an additional ten (10) business days to report that all errors 

If Blackbaud does not receive written notification of unresolved errors, the deliverable will be considered 

has not scheduled any work to be 
has scheduled work to be performed, but due to unavailability of City of 

such work has not commenced within six (6) months of being scheduled, the Scope of Work will be 
in connection with this Scope 

-15%) professional 
days before the start of 

the service. Cancellations or postponements of less than 10 business days follow the policy below: 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

Cancelled/ Postponed 

 6-9 business days prior 

 0-5 business days prior 

3.4.2 Time and Materials Services
Cancellations or postponements of a scheduled Time and Materials (T&M or T&M
may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 20 or more business days before the start of the 
service. Cancellations or postponements o
 

Cancelled/ Postponed 

 6-19 business days prior 
 0-5 business days prior 

3.5 General Assumptions 

Blackbaud assumes the following when performing the professional services described in this document:

1. If professional services are performed on
the days of Monday through Friday.  

2. If services are being performed remotely, Blackbaud assumes client will have Internet connectivity from 
database server and workstations. Blackbaud further assumes that consultant performing work will be 
granted full security access to database server and workstations as necessar
of Work. 

3. City of Wichita will ensure that the specialized expertise for the hardware platform, third
and network administration is available on an as
activities throughout the engagement.

4. Unless Blackbaud Application Hosting Services are included in the project, s
workstation backups are the responsibility of 
implementation of the system backups and recovery programs.
System Recommendations for the so
website: http://www.blackbaud.com/products/system/requirements.aspx
 

5. If applicable, City of Wichita understands the detailed

requirements located on the Blackbaud website 

http://www.blackbaud.com/files/sysreqs/ondemandreqs.pdf

6. All written materials provided with this engagement supplement, but do not replace, the Blackbaud 
software documentation and are subject to the terms and conditions of the 
Services Agreement. Customer sho
regarding product processes, featur

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

Cancellation Fee 

 $500 

 $1000 

Services 
Cancellations or postponements of a scheduled Time and Materials (T&M or T&M-10%) professional service 
may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 20 or more business days before the start of the 
service. Cancellations or postponements of less than 20 business days follow the policy below:

Percent of Scheduled Service Assessed

25% 
50% 

assumes the following when performing the professional services described in this document:

If professional services are performed on-site, the Blackbaud representative will perform work during 
the days of Monday through Friday.   

rformed remotely, Blackbaud assumes client will have Internet connectivity from 
database server and workstations. Blackbaud further assumes that consultant performing work will be 
granted full security access to database server and workstations as necessary to complete this Scope 

will ensure that the specialized expertise for the hardware platform, third
and network administration is available on an as-needed basis to support installation and on
activities throughout the engagement. 

Unless Blackbaud Application Hosting Services are included in the project, system, server and 
workstation backups are the responsibility of City of Wichita. This includes the development and 
implementation of the system backups and recovery programs. City of Wichita understands the detailed 

for the software application and database located on the Blackbaud 
http://www.blackbaud.com/products/system/requirements.aspx.  

understands the detailed Blackbaud Application Hosting Services system 

located on the Blackbaud website for the software application and database: 

files/sysreqs/ondemandreqs.pdf. 

All written materials provided with this engagement supplement, but do not replace, the Blackbaud 
software documentation and are subject to the terms and conditions of the Master Software and 

. Customer should consult the standard online user documentation for information 
regarding product processes, features, functions and requirements. 

Scope of Work 
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10%) professional service 
may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 20 or more business days before the start of the 

f less than 20 business days follow the policy below: 

Percent of Scheduled Service Assessed 

assumes the following when performing the professional services described in this document: 

site, the Blackbaud representative will perform work during 

rformed remotely, Blackbaud assumes client will have Internet connectivity from 
database server and workstations. Blackbaud further assumes that consultant performing work will be 

y to complete this Scope 

will ensure that the specialized expertise for the hardware platform, third-party database 
installation and on-going 

ystem, server and 
. This includes the development and 

understands the detailed 
ted on the Blackbaud 

Blackbaud Application Hosting Services system 

ftware application and database: 

All written materials provided with this engagement supplement, but do not replace, the Blackbaud 
Master Software and 

uld consult the standard online user documentation for information 
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2000 Daniel Island Drive 
Charleston, SC 29492-7541 
Phone: 800-443-9441 Fax: 843-216-6111 

January 9, 2012 
AGREEMENT TO PURCHASE 

 
 
City of Wichita 
455 N Main St 
Wichita, KS 67202-1600 
Ms. John D Angelo 
316 303 8600 
 
City of Wichita hereby agrees to purchase from Blackbaud, Inc. the following:  
 
SOFTWARE:     Price 
12 CounterPoint SQL Credit Cards     $2,280.00 
12 CounterPoint SQL     $14,280.00 
        
Software - Subtotal   $16,560.00 
 
SERVICES:       
Consulting Services     $19,125.00 
        
Services - Subtotal   $19,125.00 
 
MAINTENANCE: 
Advantage  $3,643.20 
  
Maintenance - Subtotal $3,643.20 
 
 
SUBTOTAL: $39,328.20 
  
TOTAL COST: $39,328.20 
 
 
 
Services 
The services to be provided are described in the accompanying Scope of Work.  
 
 
Maintenance 
If you currently receive maintenance from Blackbaud, the above charges will be added to the existing charges 
and may be prorated to coincide with your current maintenance renewal date(s) based on product family. Initial 
annual maintenance is calculated using current list price. Maintenance begins 7 days after shipment of software. 
An overview of the scope of maintenance and support can be found on our website on our website at 
http://maintenance.blackbaud.com.  
 
 
General 
Blackbaud is required to have a copy of the "State issued sales and use tax exemption certificate" for your 
organization on file in order to avoid charging sales tax on all or a portion of this purchase, depending on state 
law. If Blackbaud does not receive a copy of your exemption certificate by the time the invoice is generated, sales 
tax may be included. 
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Page 2 of 2 
 
 

The individual signing below represents that he/she has the necessary authority to execute the Agreement on 
behalf of City of Wichita, and that his/her signature is sufficient to make this Agreement the binding and 
enforceable obligation of such party. 
 
Prices are valid until January 19, 2012. We have consolidated all of our former legal agreements into one 
agreement describing the terms and conditions on which our products and services are offered. The purchases 
on this ATP and all future purchases are subject to and governed by the Master Services and Software 
Agreement available at http://www.blackbaud.com/files/MasterServicesAndSoftwareAgreement.pdf. 
 
 
 

 

_________________________________________ 
Authorized Signature 

 
  

_________________________________________ 
Blackbaud, Inc. - Authorized Signature 

 
_________________________________________ 

Print Name 
 

  
_________________________________________ 

Print Name 
 

_________________________________________ 
Title 

 
  

_________________________________________ 
Title 

 
_________________________________________ 

Date 
 

  
_________________________________________ 

Date 
 

 
ATPID: 501138 
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2000 Daniel Island Drive 
Charleston, SC 29492-7541 
Phone: 800-443-9441 Fax: 843-216-6111 

January 9, 2012 
AGREEMENT TO PURCHASE 

 
 
City of Wichita 
455 N Main St 
Wichita, KS 67202-1600 
Ms. John D Angelo 
316 303 8600 
 
City of Wichita hereby agrees to purchase from Blackbaud, Inc. the following:  
 
SOFTWARE:     Price 
The Patron Edge Online: Merchandise, Gift Certificates, and 
Gift Cards 

    $7,000.00 

        

Software - Subtotal   $7,000.00 
 
SERVICES:       
Patron Edge - Consulting Services     $1,450.00 

        

Services - Subtotal   $1,450.00 
 
MAINTENANCE: 
Advantage  $1,540.00 
  
Maintenance - Subtotal $1,540.00 
 
 
SUBTOTAL: $9,990.00 
  
TOTAL COST: $9,990.00 
 
 
 
Services 
The services to be provided are described in the accompanying Scope of Work.  
 
 
Maintenance 
If you currently receive maintenance from Blackbaud, the above charges will be added to the existing charges 
and may be prorated to coincide with your current maintenance renewal date(s) based on product family. Initial 
annual maintenance is calculated using current list price. Maintenance begins 7 days after shipment of software. 
An overview of the scope of maintenance and support can be found on our website on our website at 
http://maintenance.blackbaud.com.  
 
 
General 
Blackbaud is required to have a copy of the "State issued sales and use tax exemption certificate" for your 
organization on file in order to avoid charging sales tax on all or a portion of this purchase, depending on state 
law. If Blackbaud does not receive a copy of your exemption certificate by the time the invoice is generated, sales 
tax may be included. 
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The individual signing below represents that he/she has the necessary authority to execute the Agreement on 
behalf of City of Wichita, and that his/her signature is sufficient to make this Agreement the binding and 
enforceable obligation of such party. 
 
Prices are valid until January 19, 2012. We have consolidated all of our former legal agreements into one 
agreement describing the terms and conditions on which our products and services are offered. The purchases 
on this ATP and all future purchases are subject to and governed by the Master Services and Software 
Agreement available at http://www.blackbaud.com/files/MasterServicesAndSoftwareAgreement.pdf. 
 
 
 

 

_________________________________________ 
Authorized Signature 

 
  

_________________________________________ 
Blackbaud, Inc. - Authorized Signature 

 

_________________________________________ 
Print Name 

 
  

_________________________________________ 
Print Name 

 

_________________________________________ 
Title 

 
  

_________________________________________ 
Title 

 

_________________________________________ 
Date 

 
  

_________________________________________ 
Date 

 

 
ATPID: 501139 
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City of Wichita 
Blackbaud Professional Services Scope of Work 

 
January 9, 2012 
ATPID:  501138 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

1 CONSULTING SERVICES

1.1 Blackbaud CounterPoint SQL POS Consulting Services 

 
 
PROJECT GOAL 
 
Ensure the successful implementation of 
designed to remotely deliver the successful implementation within 6 weeks of the 

Anything worth doing is worth doing well.
 
The City of Wichita implementation plan prioritizes business needs 
business outcomes for The City of Wichita
configured to respond accordingly. Gathering of the information necessary to accomplish this began during the 
selling cycle and will continue through this implementation project. 

Business Information Gathering (Phase
success. Standardized sequences of steps will be defined in a manner that will enable 
consistently achieve its stated goals. The information captured during the
CounterPoint SQL POS Consulting team members to configure the CounterPoint SQL database and create the 
business rules required to achieve The City of Wichita

PROJECT SCOPE 
Remote Activities: 

Phase 1: Getting Started (4 Hours) 
• Kick-Off Meeting conducted to review implementation schedule.
• Surveys and Pilots are discussed with tasks scheduled to complete and submit the implementation 

team. 
• Computer-based Training Tutorials are provided as orientation to C

Phase 2: Training (16 Hours) 
• 16 hours of Instructor-led Training for Trainers is conducted over the Internet.

Phase 3: Business Information Gathering / Data Preparation (18 Hours)
• Existing Business Processes are Mapped

• Company Information 
• Accounting Interface Information
• Account Codes 
• G/L Account Distributions in Accounting System
• Bank Accounts 
• Merchant Processing for Credit Cards
• Calendars 
• Commission Codes 

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

CONSULTING SERVICES 

ckbaud CounterPoint SQL POS Consulting Services  

Ensure the successful implementation of CounterPoint SQL at The City of Wichita in Wichita, KS
designed to remotely deliver the successful implementation within 6 weeks of the beginning of the project.

Anything worth doing is worth doing well. 

implementation plan prioritizes business needs before software capabilities. The desired 
The City of Wichita retail operation will first be identified, and then the software will be 

configured to respond accordingly. Gathering of the information necessary to accomplish this began during the 
selling cycle and will continue through this implementation project.  

Business Information Gathering (Phase 3) will initiate a series of events that are critical to this project’s 
success. Standardized sequences of steps will be defined in a manner that will enable 
consistently achieve its stated goals. The information captured during these exercises will enable the 
CounterPoint SQL POS Consulting team members to configure the CounterPoint SQL database and create the 

The City of Wichita’s business goals.  

Off Meeting conducted to review implementation schedule. 
Surveys and Pilots are discussed with tasks scheduled to complete and submit the implementation 

based Training Tutorials are provided as orientation to CounterPoint SQL environment.

led Training for Trainers is conducted over the Internet.

Phase 3: Business Information Gathering / Data Preparation (18 Hours) 
Existing Business Processes are Mapped 

Accounting Interface Information 

G/L Account Distributions in Accounting System 

Merchant Processing for Credit Cards 

Scope of Work 
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Wichita, KS. This plan is 
beginning of the project. 

 

software capabilities. The desired 
tified, and then the software will be 

configured to respond accordingly. Gathering of the information necessary to accomplish this began during the 

 
3) will initiate a series of events that are critical to this project’s 

success. Standardized sequences of steps will be defined in a manner that will enable The City of Wichita to 
se exercises will enable the 

CounterPoint SQL POS Consulting team members to configure the CounterPoint SQL database and create the 

 

 

Surveys and Pilots are discussed with tasks scheduled to complete and submit the implementation 

ounterPoint SQL environment. 
 

led Training for Trainers is conducted over the Internet. 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

• Tax Authorities / Tax Codes
• Pricing Rules 
• Pay Codes 
• Workgroups and Users 
• Network Information and Controls
• Inventory Items 
• Order Management/Fulfillment
• Customer Management 
• Touchscreen Settings 
• Menu Settings  
• Security Codes 
• Raiser’s Edge integration requirements

Phase 4: Configuration and Lab Delivery (28 Hours)
The following tasks will be performed and tested for production

• CounterPoint SQL Software is configured
o Company Information  
o User Profiles 
o Account Codes 
o Accounting Interface 
o G/L Distributions 
o Bank Accounts 
o Merchant Processing for Credit Cards
o Calendars 
o Commission Codes 
o Gift Certificates 
o Loyalty Programs 
o Tax Authorities / Tax Codes 
o Pay Codes 
o Workgroups and Users 
o Security Codes 
o Inventory Configuration 
o Item Configurations, including:

� Categories 
� Subcategories 
� Barcodes 
� Barcode IDs 
� Pricing Rules 

o Customer Configuration, including:
� Categories 

o Point of Sale, including: 
� Stores 
� Drawers 
� Stations 
� Reason Codes 
� Touchscreens 
� Menus 

• POS Hardware Peripherals configured:

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

Tax Authorities / Tax Codes 

Network Information and Controls 

Order Management/Fulfillment 
 

Raiser’s Edge integration requirements 

Phase 4: Configuration and Lab Delivery (28 Hours) 
ing tasks will be performed and tested for production-ready status: 

CounterPoint SQL Software is configured 

Merchant Processing for Credit Cards 

 

Item Configurations, including: 

iguration, including: 

POS Hardware Peripherals configured: 

Scope of Work 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

o Scanners 
o Receipt Printers  
o Cash Drawers 
o Magnetic Stripe Readers and Pin Pad Devices

• Raiser’s Edge Integration Application configured

Remote Activities (Continued): 
Phase 5: Piloting and Turn Over to Customer Support (11 Hours)
The agreed upon Business Process Pilots will be used in this phase.

• Piloting Tasks completed 
• Adjustments made to system config
• System Profile turned over to Customer Support

Phase 6: Remote Go-Live Support (8 Hours)
• Customer Support Staff members will be dedicated to provide Go

CounterPoint SQL. 

Requirements of The City of Wichita: 
The City of Wichita is responsible for providing the following:

• Hardware that is compatible with CounterPoint SQL specifications.
 
• Networking infrastructure that is compatible with CounterPoint SQL specifications.
 
• Remote Access to the CounterPoint

Team (preferably via Remote Desktop).
 

• (If CPGateway is utilized) The establishment of a CPGateway account with Radiant Systems is the 
responsibility of The City of Wichita
 
 

Assumptions: 
1. CounterPoint SQL will be configured using the standard accounting interface that is supported by 

CounterPoint SQL. It is assumed that the brand and version of accounting system shall be one that is 
currently supported by CounterPoint SQL.
 

2. This scope does not include work necessary to enable CounterPoint SQL to exchange information with 
a CPOnline Ecommerce site. 

 
3. There are no data files to be converted from a Legacy POS system to CounterPoint SQL in this scope 

of work. 
 
  

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

Magnetic Stripe Readers and Pin Pad Devices 
Integration Application configured 

Phase 5: Piloting and Turn Over to Customer Support (11 Hours) 
The agreed upon Business Process Pilots will be used in this phase. 

Adjustments made to system configuration as needed 
System Profile turned over to Customer Support 

Live Support (8 Hours) 
Customer Support Staff members will be dedicated to provide Go-Live Support for all users of 

is responsible for providing the following: 

Hardware that is compatible with CounterPoint SQL specifications. 

Networking infrastructure that is compatible with CounterPoint SQL specifications.

Remote Access to the CounterPoint SQL environment by the CounterPoint SQL POS Implementation 
Team (preferably via Remote Desktop). 

(If CPGateway is utilized) The establishment of a CPGateway account with Radiant Systems is the 
The City of Wichita. 

Point SQL will be configured using the standard accounting interface that is supported by 
CounterPoint SQL. It is assumed that the brand and version of accounting system shall be one that is 
currently supported by CounterPoint SQL. 

lude work necessary to enable CounterPoint SQL to exchange information with 

There are no data files to be converted from a Legacy POS system to CounterPoint SQL in this scope 

Scope of Work 
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Live Support for all users of 

 

 

Networking infrastructure that is compatible with CounterPoint SQL specifications. 

SQL environment by the CounterPoint SQL POS Implementation 

(If CPGateway is utilized) The establishment of a CPGateway account with Radiant Systems is the 

Point SQL will be configured using the standard accounting interface that is supported by 
CounterPoint SQL. It is assumed that the brand and version of accounting system shall be one that is 

lude work necessary to enable CounterPoint SQL to exchange information with 

There are no data files to be converted from a Legacy POS system to CounterPoint SQL in this scope 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

4. This scope of work will include the follo
 

a. Implementation of one business model of Counterpoint SQL at (1) location: Main and 4 
concession stands on the same campus network.
  

b. There will be 12 licensed users in the system.
 

c. Configuration of the following CounterPoint
 

5. Itemized sales distributions for classes will be tracked using sub accounts. If it is determined that 
projects are to be used, this will require a customization that will be defined in a separate scope.
 

6. This scope includes tasks to implement the Raisers Edge to CounterPoint SQL Integration application. 
It is assumed that The City of Wichita will utilize a release of Raisers Edge that is compatible with the 
RE Integration application. 

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

This scope of work will include the following: 

Implementation of one business model of Counterpoint SQL at (1) location: Main and 4 
concession stands on the same campus network. 

There will be 12 licensed users in the system. 

Configuration of the following CounterPoint SQL options: Credit Cards. 

Itemized sales distributions for classes will be tracked using sub accounts. If it is determined that 
projects are to be used, this will require a customization that will be defined in a separate scope.

This scope includes tasks to implement the Raisers Edge to CounterPoint SQL Integration application. 
The City of Wichita will utilize a release of Raisers Edge that is compatible with the 

Scope of Work 
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Implementation of one business model of Counterpoint SQL at (1) location: Main and 4 

 

Itemized sales distributions for classes will be tracked using sub accounts. If it is determined that 
projects are to be used, this will require a customization that will be defined in a separate scope. 

This scope includes tasks to implement the Raisers Edge to CounterPoint SQL Integration application. 
The City of Wichita will utilize a release of Raisers Edge that is compatible with the 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

2 FEES AND BILLING 

2.1 Estimated Budget 

The fees and billing for the Scope of Work described in this document are described in the following table:
 

Consulting Services Estimated Budget
Service Description 

CounterPoint Consulting Services 

2.2 Billing Terms 

The billing terms referenced in the billing terms column of the Consulting Services Estimated Budget table are 
described in the following paragraphs. 
 
T&M-10% The professional services described here are provided on a 

only. 
 
The estimate(s) cited above represents an estimate only and does not reflect any binding 
obligation for Blackbaud to complete those services within the estimated time or cost. Any 
required changes to the estimates will
Order section of this agreement.
 
Upon signing and returning the Agreement to Purchase, 
ten percent (10%) of the total estimated consulting services cost. Blackbaud shall then 
invoice City of Wichita
payment based on the number of hours expended by Blackbaud.

 
In addition to the aforementioned, please refer to Section 3 of the 
entitled “Fees, Expenses and Payment” 

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

The fees and billing for the Scope of Work described in this document are described in the following table:

Consulting Services Estimated Budget 
Hours Rate Fee

85 $225 $19,125

The billing terms referenced in the billing terms column of the Consulting Services Estimated Budget table are 

The professional services described here are provided on a time-and

The estimate(s) cited above represents an estimate only and does not reflect any binding 
obligation for Blackbaud to complete those services within the estimated time or cost. Any 
required changes to the estimates will be processed with approval as defined in the Change 
Order section of this agreement. 

Upon signing and returning the Agreement to Purchase, City of Wichita
ten percent (10%) of the total estimated consulting services cost. Blackbaud shall then 

City of Wichita for services rendered in excess of the initial ten percent (10%) 
on the number of hours expended by Blackbaud. 

In addition to the aforementioned, please refer to Section 3 of the Master Software and Services Agreement
 

Scope of Work 

 01/09/12  I PAGE 5 

The fees and billing for the Scope of Work described in this document are described in the following table: 

Fee Billing Terms 
$19,125 T&M-10% 

The billing terms referenced in the billing terms column of the Consulting Services Estimated Budget table are 

and-materials (T&M) basis 

The estimate(s) cited above represents an estimate only and does not reflect any binding 
obligation for Blackbaud to complete those services within the estimated time or cost. Any 

be processed with approval as defined in the Change 

City of Wichita shall be invoiced for 
ten percent (10%) of the total estimated consulting services cost. Blackbaud shall then 

for services rendered in excess of the initial ten percent (10%) 

Master Software and Services Agreement 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

3 APPENDIX: OPERATING GUIDELINES AND GENERAL ASSUMPTIONS

3.1 Change Orders 

Blackbaud will not perform services identified by either party as outside this Scope of Work without the 
following procedure: 

• The Blackbaud Consultant will provide a Change Order documenting the scope change; additional 
resources required; changes to the work plan, including due dates, if applicable; and additional 
estimated time and fees, if applicable.

• Blackbaud will perform the additional services after receiving formal authorization. Formal 
authorization constitutes City of Wichita
pay Blackbaud for, any additional services requested and set forth in the Change Order.

  
Both City of Wichita and Blackbaud must properly execute the Change Order before any resources will be 
requested or assigned to the task(s) or any services will be performed.
 
Any properly executed Change Order is subject to the terms of 

3.2 Deliverable Acceptance 

Deliverables will be considered accepted by 
City of Wichita of errors within ten (10) business days of receipt. I
errors within ten (10) business days after receipt of the deliverable, Blackbaud will address reported errors in a 
revised deliverable. City of Wichita will then have a
have been resolved by the revised deliverable.
 
If Blackbaud does not receive written notification of unresolved errors, the deliverable will be considered 
accepted by City of Wichita. 

3.3 Expiration of Scope of Work

If, (i) within one year of execution of the Scope of Work, 
performed, or (ii) if City of Wichita has scheduled work to be performed, but due to unavailability of 
Wichita such work has not commenced within six (6) months of being scheduled, the S
deemed to be terminated by City of Wichita
of Work shall be retained by Blackbaud 

3.4 Cancellation Policy 

3.4.1 Fixed Price Services 
Cancellations or postponements of a scheduled Fixed Price (FP
service may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 10 or more busi
the service. Cancellations or postponements of less than 10 business days follow the policy below:
 

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

APPENDIX: OPERATING GUIDELINES AND GENERAL ASSUMPTIONS

Blackbaud will not perform services identified by either party as outside this Scope of Work without the 

The Blackbaud Consultant will provide a Change Order documenting the scope change; additional 
o the work plan, including due dates, if applicable; and additional 

estimated time and fees, if applicable. 
Blackbaud will perform the additional services after receiving formal authorization. Formal 

City of Wichita Project Manager’s written acceptance of, and agreement to 
pay Blackbaud for, any additional services requested and set forth in the Change Order.

ust properly execute the Change Order before any resources will be 
requested or assigned to the task(s) or any services will be performed. 

is subject to the terms of this Scope of Work. 

 

s will be considered accepted by City of Wichita unless Blackbaud receives written notification from 
of errors within ten (10) business days of receipt. If Blackbaud receives written notification of 

errors within ten (10) business days after receipt of the deliverable, Blackbaud will address reported errors in a 
will then have an additional ten (10) business days to report that all errors 

have been resolved by the revised deliverable. 

If Blackbaud does not receive written notification of unresolved errors, the deliverable will be considered 

Expiration of Scope of Work 

If, (i) within one year of execution of the Scope of Work, City of Wichita has not scheduled any work to be 
has scheduled work to be performed, but due to unavailability of 

such work has not commenced within six (6) months of being scheduled, the S
City of Wichita and any fees paid by City of Wichita in connection with this Scope 

of Work shall be retained by Blackbaud and applied toward a cancellation fee. 

Cancellations or postponements of a scheduled Fixed Price (FP-100%, FP-50% or FP-
service may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 10 or more business days before the start of 
the service. Cancellations or postponements of less than 10 business days follow the policy below:

Scope of Work 
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APPENDIX: OPERATING GUIDELINES AND GENERAL ASSUMPTIONS 

Blackbaud will not perform services identified by either party as outside this Scope of Work without the 

The Blackbaud Consultant will provide a Change Order documenting the scope change; additional 
o the work plan, including due dates, if applicable; and additional 

Blackbaud will perform the additional services after receiving formal authorization. Formal 
Project Manager’s written acceptance of, and agreement to 

pay Blackbaud for, any additional services requested and set forth in the Change Order. 

ust properly execute the Change Order before any resources will be 

unless Blackbaud receives written notification from 
f Blackbaud receives written notification of 

errors within ten (10) business days after receipt of the deliverable, Blackbaud will address reported errors in a 
n additional ten (10) business days to report that all errors 

If Blackbaud does not receive written notification of unresolved errors, the deliverable will be considered 

has not scheduled any work to be 
has scheduled work to be performed, but due to unavailability of City of 

cope of Work will be 
in connection with this Scope 

-15%) professional 
ness days before the start of 

the service. Cancellations or postponements of less than 10 business days follow the policy below: 
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BLACKBAUD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES  PROPRIETARY INFORMATION 

Cancelled/ Postponed 
 6-9 business days prior 
 0-5 business days prior 

3.4.2 Time and Materials Services
Cancellations or postponements of a scheduled Time and Materials (T&M or T&M
may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 20 or more business days before the start of the 
service. Cancellations or postponements o
 

Cancelled/ Postponed 
 6-19 business days prior 
 0-5 business days prior 

3.5 General Assumptions 

Blackbaud assumes the following when performing the 

1. If professional services are performed on
the days of Monday through Friday.  

2. If services are being performed remotely, Blackbaud assumes client 
database server and workstations. Blackbaud further assumes that consultant performing work will be 
granted full security access to database server and workstations as necessary to complete this Scope 
of Work. 

3. City of Wichita will ensure that the specialized expertise for the hardware platform, third
and network administration is available on an as
activities throughout the engagement.

4. Unless Blackbaud Application Hosting Services are included in the project, s
workstation backups are the responsibility of 
implementation of the system backups and recovery programs.
System Recommendations for the so
website: http://www.blackbaud.com/products/system/requirements.aspx
 

5. If applicable, City of Wichita understands the detailed
requirements located on the Blackbaud website 
http://www.blackbaud.com/files/sysreqs/ondemandreqs.pdf

6. All written materials provided with this engagement supplement, but do not replace, the Blackbaud 
software documentation and are subject to the terms and conditions of the 
Services Agreement. Customer should consult the standard online user documentation for i
regarding product processes, featur

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION  

Cancellation Fee 
 $500 
 $1000 

Services 
Cancellations or postponements of a scheduled Time and Materials (T&M or T&M-10%) professional service 
may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 20 or more business days before the start of the 
service. Cancellations or postponements of less than 20 business days follow the policy below:

Percent of Scheduled Service Assessed
25% 
50% 

Blackbaud assumes the following when performing the professional services described in this document:

If professional services are performed on-site, the Blackbaud representative will perform work during 
the days of Monday through Friday.   

If services are being performed remotely, Blackbaud assumes client will have Internet connectivity from 
database server and workstations. Blackbaud further assumes that consultant performing work will be 
granted full security access to database server and workstations as necessary to complete this Scope 

will ensure that the specialized expertise for the hardware platform, third
and network administration is available on an as-needed basis to support installation and on

ghout the engagement. 

Unless Blackbaud Application Hosting Services are included in the project, system, server and 
workstation backups are the responsibility of City of Wichita. This includes the development and 
implementation of the system backups and recovery programs. City of Wichita understands the detailed 

for the software application and database located on the Blackbaud 
http://www.blackbaud.com/products/system/requirements.aspx.  

understands the detailed Blackbaud Application Hosting 
located on the Blackbaud website for the software application and database: 

http://www.blackbaud.com/files/sysreqs/ondemandreqs.pdf. 

ovided with this engagement supplement, but do not replace, the Blackbaud 
software documentation and are subject to the terms and conditions of the Master Software and 

. Customer should consult the standard online user documentation for i
regarding product processes, features, functions and requirements. 

Scope of Work 
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10%) professional service 
may be made with no penalty if cancelled or postponed 20 or more business days before the start of the 

f less than 20 business days follow the policy below: 

Percent of Scheduled Service Assessed 

professional services described in this document: 

site, the Blackbaud representative will perform work during 

will have Internet connectivity from 
database server and workstations. Blackbaud further assumes that consultant performing work will be 
granted full security access to database server and workstations as necessary to complete this Scope 

will ensure that the specialized expertise for the hardware platform, third-party database 
needed basis to support installation and on-going 

ystem, server and 
. This includes the development and 

understands the detailed 
ftware application and database located on the Blackbaud 

Blackbaud Application Hosting Services system 
ftware application and database: 

ovided with this engagement supplement, but do not replace, the Blackbaud 
Master Software and 

. Customer should consult the standard online user documentation for information 
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         Agenda Item No. IV-7  
    

 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
 February 7, 2012 

 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Approval of the Resolution to Allow Wichita Festivals, Inc. to Gate A. Price 

Woodard Park and the Lawn to the South of the Hyatt Regency Hotel for River 
Festival 2012.  (District I)  

 
INITIATED BY: Department of Park and Recreation 
 
AGENDA:  New Business  
 
____________________________________________________________________________________  
 
Recommendation:  Approve the resolution. 

Background:  Wichita Festivals, Inc. has requested permission to fence and charge admission to A. Price 
Woodard Park and the lawn to the south of the Hyatt Regency Hotel as part of the Wichita River Festival, 
June 1 to June 9, 2012.  Fence installation would be on Wednesday, May 30, 2012 and would be removed 
by Monday, June 11, 2012, at 5:00 p.m.   

Analysis:  Section 9.04.060 of the Code of the City of Wichita permits the closing of the A. Price 
Woodard Park and the lawn to the south of the Hyatt Regency Hotel for special events complying with 
the requirements of City Ordinance 3.11.080.  The Wichita River Festival will be required to obtain 
appropriate approval of the event specifying dates, times, locations and other pertinent data for events and 
activities conducted as part of the festival.  

This resolution would allow A. Price Woodard Park and the lawn to the south of the Hyatt Regency Hotel 
to be fenced and allow admission to be charged for events associated with the Wichita River Festival. 

Financial Considerations:  None. 

Goal Impact:  Quality of Life will be improved through having River Festival events at both locations. 

Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has prepared the related resolution and has approved it as 
to form. 

Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the resolution to allow the 
gating events to be held at A. Price Woodard Park and on the lawn to the south of the Hyatt Regency 
Hotel, as part of the Wichita River Festival. 

Attachments:  Resolution 
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(First Published in the Wichita Eagle on February 10, 2012) 
 
     RESOLUTION NO. 12-034 
 

A RESOLUTION BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
APPROVING CLOSURE OF A. PRICE WOODARD PARK AND THE LAWN TO THE SOUTH OF 

THE HYATT REGENCY HOTEL FOR WICHITA RIVER FESTIVAL EVENT. 
 
 WHEREAS, the City recognizes that substantial community benefits may result from community 

events.  They can provide cultural enrichment, promote economic vitality and enhance community 

identity.  Further, such events along the Arkansas River will serve to promote downtown and community 

development. 

 WHEREAS, Wichita River Festival events, operated by Wichita Festivals, Inc., to be held June 1 

through June 9, 2012, will not obstruct the operation of emergency vehicles or equipment in or through 

the area; 

 WHEREAS, the proposed event does not present a safety, noise, or traffic hazard; 

 WHEREAS, the proposed events and activities to be held in A. Price Woodard Park and on the 

lawn to the south of the Hyatt Regency Hotel and Conference Center will be subject to approval by the 

Community Event Committee pursuant to Chapter 3.11 of the Code of the City of Wichita. 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF 

WICHITA, KANSAS AS FOLLOWS; 

1.  A. Price Woodard Park and the lawn to the south of the Hyatt Regency Hotel and 

Conference Center shall be closed to the public for the duration of the Wichita River Festival 

held from June 1 to June 9, 2012.  Wichita Festivals, Inc., will be allowed to fence and charge 

admission for entry into both the park and the Hyatt lawn.  Additionally, vendors will be 

allowed to sell merchandise within both areas during the event. 

2. All events to be held at both sites will be subject to approval by the Community Event 

Committee pursuant to Chapter 3.11 of the Code of the City of Wichita. 

3. This resolution shall be effective upon adoption by City Council.  
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 ADOPTED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, this  

7th day of February, 2012. 

   

 

       _______________________________________ 
         Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf 
City Attorney 
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          Agenda Item No. IV-8 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   Repair or Removal of Dangerous & Unsafe Structure 
   (District IV 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Central Inspection 
 
AGENDA:  New Business 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
Recommendations: Adopt the resolution. 
 
Background: On December 20, 2011, a report was submitted with respect to the dangerous and unsafe 
conditions on the property below.  The Council adopted a resolution providing for a public hearing to be 
held on the condemnation action at 9:30 a.m. or soon thereafter, on February 7, 2012.   
   
Analysis: On December 5, 2011, the Board of Code Standards and Appeals (BCSA) held a hearing on the 
residential property listed below 
 
 Property Address     Council District 
 a.  2107 West Irving      IV 
  
Detailed information/analysis concerning this property is included in the attachments. 
 
Financial Considerations:  Structures condemned as dangerous buildings are demolished with funds 
from the Office of Central Inspection Special Revenue Fund contractual services budget, as approved 
annually by the City Council.   This budget is supplemented by an annual allocation of federal 
Community Development Block Grant funds for demolition of structures located within the designated 
Neighborhood Reinvestment Area. Expenditures for dangerous building condemnation and demolition 
activities are tracked to ensure that CCiittyy  CCoouunncciill  RReessoolluuttiioonn  NNoo..  RR--9955--556600,,  wwhhiicchh  lliimmiittss  OOCCII  eexxppeennddiittuurreess  
ffoorr  nnoonn--rreevveennuuee  pprroodduucciinngg  ccoonnddeemmnnaattiioonn  aanndd  hhoouussiinngg  ccooddee  eennffoorrcceemmeenntt  aaccttiivviittiieess  ttoo  2200%%  ooff  OOCCII''ss  ttoottaall  
aannnnuuaall  bbuuddggeetteedd  SSppeecciiaall  RReevveennuuee  FFuunndd  eexxppeennddiittuurreess,,  iiss  ffoolllloowweedd..    Owners of condemned structures 
demolished by the City are billed for the contractual costs of demolition, plus an additional $500 
administrative fee.  If the property owner fails to pay, these charges are recorded as a special property tax 
assessment against the property, which may be collected upon subsequent sale or transfer of the property.   
 
Goal Impact:  This agenda item impacts the goal indicator to Support a Dynamic Core Area and Vibrant 
Neighborhoods.  Dangerous building condemnation actions, including demolitions, remove blighting and 
unsafe buildings that are detrimental to Wichita neighborhoods. 
 
Legal Considerations:  Pursuant to State Statute, the Resolutions were duly published twice on 
December 23, 2011 and December 30, 2011.   A copy of each resolution was sent by certified mail or 
given personal service delivery to the owners and lien holders of record of the described property. 
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Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council close the public hearing, adopt the 
resolution declaring the building to be a dangerous and unsafe structure, and accept the BCSA 
recommended action to proceed with condemnation, allowing 10 days to start demolition and 10 days to 
complete removal of the structure.  Any extensions of time granted to repair any structure would be 
contingent on the following: (1) All taxes have been paid to date as of February 7, 2012; (2) the structure 
has been secured as of February 7, 2012, and will continue to be kept secured; and (3) the premise is 
mowed and free of debris as of February 7, 2012, and will be so maintained during renovation. 
 
If any of the above conditions are not met, the Office of Central Inspection will proceed with demolition 
action and also instruct the City Clerk to have the resolutions published once in the official city paper and 
advise the owner of these findings. 
 
Attachments:  Memorandums to Council, case summary, and resolution.  
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February 7, 2012
City Council Hearing

Removal of Dangerous Structures Case Summary 
Address Cncl. 

Dist.
Hsng. 
Case Age 

Cndm. Init. 
Date

BCSA Hearing Date & Recommendation Owner/ 
Rep. At 
BCSA ?

Open or 
Secure

Premise Cond. 
Status

Property         
Tax         
Status

Special                 
Assessments

Pending                 
Incurred                     
Cost

2107 W. Irving IV 1 yr                  
1 mo

09/16/11 11/07/11:  Defer to December 2011 hearing                 
12/05/11:  10/10 

No                         
No

Secure Bulky waste, 
siding, volunteer 
trees and 
miscellaneous 
debris.    

The 2008, 
2009, 2010 
and 2011 
taxes are 
delinquent 
in the 
amount of 
$1,970.40, 
which 
includes 
interest.  

None None
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DATE: January 23, 2012 
 

         CDM SUMMARY 
 

         COUNCIL DISTRICT # IV 
 
ADDRESS:  2107 W. IRVING 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  LOTS 91 AND 93, ON LINCOLN , NOW IRVING AVENUE, 
GARFIELD 2ND ADDITION TO WICHITA, SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS 
 
DESCRIPTION OF STRUCTURE:  A one story frame dwelling about 24 x 31 feet in size.  Vacant 
for at least 2 months, this structure has rotted and missing wood lap siding; badly worn 
composition roof; deteriorated front porch; rotted wood trim; and the 6 x 6 foot metal accessory 
structure is deteriorated. 
 
Description of dangerous or unsafe condition(s):  The property is found to be dangerous and unsafe 
because of the following conditions: 
 
A.  Those, which have been damaged by fire, wind, want of repair, or other causes so as to have 
become dangerous to life, safety, morals or the general health and welfare of the occupants or the 
people of the city. 
 
B.  The structure fails to provide the necessities to decent living, which makes it, unfit for human 
habitation. 
 
C.  Those whose use, equipment or want of good housekeeping constitutes a decided fire or safety 
hazard to the property itself or its occupants or which presents a decided fire or safety hazards to 
surrounding property or a menace to the public safety and general welfare. 
 
City Ordinance states that any one of the above categories is just cause to declare the building a public 
nuisance and shall be repaired or demolished. 
 
 
 
 
_______________________________                                               ______________________ 
Superintendent of Central Inspection             Date 
Enforcing Officer 
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DATE: January 23, 2012  
 
BCSA GROUP # 4 
 
ADDRESS:  2107 W. IRVING 
 
ACTIVE FIELD FILE STARTED: December 6, 2010 
 
NOTICE(S) ISSUED: Since December 6, 2010, a notice of improvement and two violation notices 
have been issued.  In October 2005 an environmental case was initiated resulting in owner 
compliance and in December 2010, a neighborhood nuisance case was initiated resulting in owner 
compliance.   
 
PRE-CONDEMNATION LETTER:  July 18, 2011 
 
TAX INFORMATION: The 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011 taxes are delinquent in the amount of 
$1,970.40, which includes interest.    

 
COST ASSESSMENTS/DATES: None 
 
PREMISE CONDITIONS:   Bulky waste, siding, volunteer trees and miscellaneous debris.     
 
VACANT NEGLECTED BUILDING REPORT:  None 
 
NUISANCE ABATEMENT REPORT: None   
 
POLICE REPORT:  Within the last five years there has been one police incident of city code 
nuisance violation, which was reported on June 23, 2011.   
 
FORMAL CONDEMNATION ACTION INITIATED: September 16, 2011  
 
RECENT DEVELOPMENTS:  No repairs have been made and the structure is secure.      
 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION REPORT: No impact 
 
OWNER'S PAST CDM HISTORY:  None 
 
BOARD OF C.S.&A. RECOMMENDATION:  At the November 7, 2011, BCSA hearing,  there was 
no one in attendance to represent this property. 
 
The property owner’s daughter, Roberta Lilly, was unable to attend the meeting due to illness.  She 
requested through Central Inspection staff that the Board defer any action on the property until 
the December meeting so that she could be present. 
 
Board Member Harder made a motion to defer action on the property until the December meeting 
and that the owner maintain the site in a clean and secure condition in the meantime.  Board 
Member Banuelos seconded the motion.  The motion passed.  (Board Member Wilhite was not 
present for this vote.) 
 
At the December 5, 2011, BCSA hearing, there was no representative present for this property. 
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Ms. Legge told the Board that the owner was unable to attend the November 7, 2011, meeting due 
to illness.  At that time, the Board approved a motion to wait until the December 5, 2011, meeting to 
make a determination on the property.  A letter was sent to the owner advising her that at the very 
minimum the site needed to be cleaned of debris and maintained secure in order for the Board to 
grant any additional time.   
 
The owner was unable to attend the December 5, 2011, meeting, citing her continued health issue.  
No exterior repairs have been made, and there has been no progress on the clean-up. 
 
Board Member Crotts made a motion to refer the property to the City Council with a 
recommendation of condemnation, with ten days to begin wrecking the structure and ten days to 
finish clearing the site.  Board Member Willenberg seconded the motion.  The motion passed. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION/REMARKS:  Adopt the recommendation of the Board of Code 
Standards and Appeals.  However, any extensions to repairs would be providing that all provisions of 
City Council Policy 33 are complied with.  If any of these conditions are not met, staff is directed to 
proceed to let for bids to demolish the structure. 
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                                                                                                             Agenda Item No. IV-9 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: DER2011-03:  Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study 

(Districts I, IV, and VI) 
   
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA: New Business 
 
 
Recommendation:   Endorse the Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study. 
  
Background:  On April 5, 2011, the City Council approved a grant application to the Wichita Area 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (WAMPO) to fund a Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented 
Development Study for the portion of Douglas Avenue within downtown from Washington Avenue to 
McLean Boulevard.  The purpose of the study was to determine the appropriate future design for Douglas 
Avenue as the downtown master plan is implemented and future transit improvements and economic 
development occur along the corridor. 
 
The grant application was successful, and the grant provided funding from the Federal Transit 
Administration in the amount of $100,000 and from the Kansas Department of Transportation in the 
amount of $25,000.  On May 10, 2011, the City Council awarded a contract to Design Workshop to 
complete the study.  Over the next six months, Design Workshop conducted the study, including 
extensive research and analysis as well as community outreach through stakeholder interviews, public 
meetings, and online surveys. 
 
Over past two months, City staff has presented the study to the District I Advisory Board, the District VI 
Advisory Board, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, the Wichita Transit Advisory Board, the 
Historic Preservation Board, the Wichita Downtown Development Corporation Board, and the Design 
Council.  As indicated in the attachments, each of these groups has voted to recommend that the City 
Council endorse the study. 
 
Analysis:  The Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study is attached.  The key 
recommendations of the study are: 
 

• Maintain two through travel lanes in each direction 
• Provide parallel parking on both sides of the street 
• Install a center landscaped median with left turn bays only at street intersections 
• Construct curb extensions at all street intersections 
• Install bus shelters every two blocks 
• Improve the rail viaduct bridge and Kennedy Plaza to make them gateway features 
• Explore the use of rain gardens and porous pavement 
• Plant more trees and landscaping 
• Upgrade streetscape features such as benches, trash cans, bicycle racks, wayfinding signage, and 

public art 
 
The study also recommends the following potential modifications as circumstances warrant: 
 

• Not installing the center landscaped median in front of Century II if it is determined that doing so 
would limit the ability to use Douglas Avenue in this location for parades and community events 
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• Eliminating parallel parking one or both sides of the street in areas with high concentrations of 
restaurants or retail in order to provide for wider sidewalks for outdoor dining and shopping 

• Providing angled parking in Old Town and not installing the center landscaped median 
 
The study recommends the following priorities for installing improvements: 
 

1. Bus shelters and curb extensions 
2. Landscaped median 
3. Streetscape improvements 

 
The total estimated cost of all recommended improvements is approximately $6.4 million.  The study 
recommends a variety of funding sources for capital improvements, including Federal and State grants; 
tax increment financing; special assessments; and the City’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP).  
Maintaining the additional improvements would cost approximately $250,000 per year.  The study 
recommends a variety of funding sources for maintenance in addition to the City’s maintenance budget, 
including partnerships with businesses and organizations; parking revenue; sponsorships; donations, and 
volunteers. 
 
Financial Consideration:  Endorsing the Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study 
involves no commitment of funding for the City of Wichita.  Any City of Wichita funding of projects 
identified in the study will require future City Council action. 
 
Goal Impact: The Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study will help achieve the 
goals of Promoting Economic Vitality, Creating Vibrant Neighborhoods, and Ensuring Efficient 
Infrastructure. 
 
Legal Consideration:  The resolution endorsing the Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented 
Development Study has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law Department. 
 
Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council adopt a resolution endorsing the 
design concepts and guidelines recommended by the Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented 
Development Study and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments: Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study 
  Resolution 
 District I Advisory Board Minutes 
 District VI Advisory Board Minutes 
 Metropolitan Area Planning Commission Minutes Excerpt 
 Wichita Transit Advisory Board Minutes 
 Historic Preservation Board Action Letter 
 Wichita Downtown Development Corporation Board Endorsement Letter 
 Design Council Minutes 
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RESOLUTION NO. 12-028 
  

A RESOLUTION ENDORSING THE DESIGN CONCEPTS AND 
GUIDELINES RECOMMENDED IN THE DOUGLAS AVENUE CORRIDOR 
TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT STUDY, FEBRUARY 2012 

 
WHEREAS, Project Downtown:  The Master Plan for Wichita was adopted by the City 

Council on December 14, 2010; and 
 
WHEREAS, Project Downtown identifies Douglas Avenue as Wichita’s “postcard 

avenue” and establishes a vision for the corridor to be developed as “downtown’s premiere 
transit street” and as a “distinctive walking corridor”; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council approved an agreement for professional services with 

Design Workshop on May 10, 2011 to conduct a study of the Douglas Avenue corridor in 
downtown and recommend strategies for accomplishing Project Downtown’s vision for the 
corridor; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study, 

February 2012 represents the culmination of said professional services and contains 
recommended design concepts and guidelines to be used in future planning and decision-making 
regarding infrastructure and transit service investments along the Douglas Avenue corridor in 
downtown; and 

 
WHEREAS, the recommended design concepts and guidelines contained in the Douglas 

Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study, February 2012 are subject to further 
changes and refinements that will invariably come from the design and construction of specific 
improvements, ongoing traffic analysis, the realities of fiscal constraints, and ongoing lessons 
learned from similar initiatives. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE 

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 

Section 1.  The City Council endorses the design concepts and guidelines recommended 
in the Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study, February 2012. 
 

Section 2.  The City of Wichita shall use the recommended design concepts and 
guidelines contained in the Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study, 
February 2012 as guidance in future planning and decision-making regarding infrastructure and 
transit service investments along the Douglas Avenue corridor in downtown. 

 
Section 3.  The City Council directs the staff of the City of Wichita to update the Douglas 

Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study as necessary changes and refinements are 
identified through the design and construction of specific improvements, ongoing traffic 
analysis, the realities of fiscal constraints, and ongoing lessons learned from similar initiatives. 
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ADOPTED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 7th day of February, 
2012.  
 
 
      CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 
 
 

____________________________________ 
Carl Brewer, Mayor 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
(SEAL) 
 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, Director of Law 
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This document provides a visual and textual story 
of the design analysis, definition and discoveries 
that led to planning solutions and conclusions. It is 
intended for client use in presenting the project’s 
vision to municipal officials for endorsement, to 
attract the interest of investors and to serve as the 
foundation for the next phases of the design process 
in which the plan will evolve.

Prepared for:

Transit and Planning 
Departments
455 N. Main Street 
Wichita, Kansas 67202
316.268.4421
www.wichita.gov

507 E. Douglas
Wichita, KS 67202
(316) 264-6005
www.downtownwichita.org

455 N. Main, 10th Floor
Wichita, Kansas 67202
316.268.4391
www.wampoks.org

Design Team:

Planning and Landscape 
Architecture
Design Workshop
1390 Lawrence Street, 
Suite 200
Denver, Colorado 80204
303.623.5186
www.designworkshop.com

Planning, Landscape 
Architecture, and Civil 
Engineering 
Baughman Company
315 S. Ellis
Wichita, Kansas 67211
316.262.7271
www.baughmanco.com

Transportation 
LSC Transportation Consultants
2690 Lake Forest Road
Tahoe City, California 96145
530.583.4053
www.lsctahoe.com
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

As one of the initial implementation efforts stemming 
from the completion of Project Downtown, the City 
of Wichita, WAMPO, and the Wichita Downtown 
Development Corporation completed conceptual 
design efforts for the Douglas Avenue corridor during 
the second half of 2011.  The project leveraged 
the design concepts and recommendations of 
Project Downtown as well as the Downtown Wichita 
Streetscape Design Guidelines document and also 
drew from examples from other “postcard avenues” 
in other cities in the United States and abroad to 
create preliminary and final recommendations for 
the design of the Douglas corridor.  The project team 
conducted a series of three public meetings, held 
numerous meetings with individual stakeholders 
and organizations in the community, and drew from 
online input to create preliminary design alternatives 
for consideration.  The input of the public and 
stakeholders guided the evolution of the plan from 
preliminary alternatives to final recommendations.  The 
final plan for Douglas provides a clear roadmap for 
the City and private and public sector partners to use 
going forward to complete specific transportation and 
streetscape improvements along this very important 
corridor to the City of Wichita.

The key elements of the recommended design for 
Douglas Avenue are as follows:

• In keeping with the recommendations of Project 
Downtown and the Downtown Streetscape Design 
Guidelines, and in line with the feedback from the 
public at open house sessions and online polling, 
Douglas Avenue should retain two travel lanes 
in each direction and include the installation of 
a planted, landscaped median down the middle 
of the corridor.  This design will allow Douglas to 
continue to operate as a transit-oriented corridor 
in the heart of the city and provide good east-west 
connectivity for auto and transit traffic across 
Downtown Wichita.

• The installation of bus shelters and bus stops 
that provide good pedestrian accommodations 
and improved signage and wayfinding will also 
enhance the functionality of Douglas as a key 
transit corridor.

•  The installation of the landscaped median will 
improve traffic safety and enhance the aesthetic 
appeal of the corridor.

• The City has invested considerable sums in 
streetscape improvements along Douglas in 
recent decades, and overall the current design of 
the Douglas streetscape is better than most of the 
other streets in the Downtown area.  However, the 
recommended plan includes additional bulbouts, 
seating areas, public art, signage and wayfinding, 
and crosswalk improvements that will further 
enhance the Douglas corridor and provide for a 
an improved pedestrian environment.  The plan 
specifically recommends streetscape styles and 
amenities that met with public approval during the 
planning process.

  
• While Douglas will retain two travel lanes in each 

direction, the plan specifically recommends that 
the City move forward to convert the designs 
of the north-south streets intersecting Douglas 
to provide for a more friendly pedestrian 
environment.  Many of the north-south streets can 
be converted to two-way traffic and narrowed in 
order to provide more room for street parking and 
ample room for outdoor dining and retail activity.

• The Douglas plan also recommends that the City 
move forward with improvements to 1st and 2nd 
Streets in order to provide safe and appealing bike 
connections along these streets running east-
west through the Downtown area.  While the final 
design of Douglas will not include specific bike 
lanes, these parallel streets should be improved to 
provide for bicycle traffic in the central portion of 
the city.

• The Douglas plan suggests that the City continue 
to work on the design of several plazas adjacent to 
Douglas, such as Naftzger Park, Kennedy Plaza, 
and the Garvey Center.

• The Douglas plan calls for the exploration of 
sustainable design solutions for the corridor, 
including the use of porous pavement and rain 
gardens.

• The Douglas plan calls for the City to leverage 
federal funding as well as partnerships with private 
sector developers to help finance streetscape and 
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transportation improvements along the corridor.  
The City should also work with stakeholders in the 
Downtown area to explore options to provide for 
sufficient levels of maintenance along Douglas.  
Experience from Wichita and other cities indicates 
that insufficient maintenance often leads to the 
failure of streetscape improvements and their 
eventual removal.

• The City should phase or prioritize improvements 
along Douglas based upon the locations and 
the progression of private sector development 
along the corridor.  Installation of streetscape and 
transportation improvements should align with 
adjacent private sector redevelopment efforts, in 
order to reduce delays resulting from construction 
and to better integrate the new streetscape 
amenities with surrounding development efforts.

The City staff will use the Douglas Avenue plan as 
a roadmap over the next several years to guide the 
funding and execution of specific capital improvement 
projects.  This plan will also help serve as a marketing 
tool that should help the WDDC and its partners in 
the community attract additional investment in the 
Downtown area.

Participants at the  July 27th 
public meeting
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A
B
C
D
E
F
G
H
I
J

q-line bus stop 
close existing curb cut
planted median (typical)
corner plantings (typical)
tree pit (typical) 
enhanced ADA access - ramps/parking (typical)
bulb out (typical)
seating/dining area 
brick paving
concrete with artistic scoring

A

A

B

C C

D

D

E

E

F

F

G

G

H

H

H

I

J

DOWNTOWN WICHITA STREETSCAPE DESIGN GUIDELINES
4 Defined Districts
•	  Delano District
•	  River Center District - (McLean to Main)
•	  Arena Neighborhood District - (Main to Topeka)
•	  Old Town District 

Sidewalk surface | Delano to Old Town - preferred surface is concrete with artistic 
scoring patterns.  Old Town - preferred surface is brick pavers.

Crosswalks: All four districts - crosswalks should be brick pavers.

Bulbouts: Bulb outs are recommended for the entire study area. Delano and River 
Center bulbouts should be brick or concrete pavers.  Arena Neighborhood District 
bulbouts should be plain concrete with artistic scoring patterns.  Old Town (RR 
tracks to Washington) bulbouts should be brick or concrete pavers.

commerce plaza

bank of america

n. topeka | bicycle balanced street

Typical Plan Diagram
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Design perspective looking 
Westbound on Douglas Ave at 

Water Street.
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PROJECT BACKGROUND 
GOALS & PROCESS

Goals And Vision For The Project

Goals 

Building upon the completion and adoption of Project 
Downtown: The Master Plan for Wichita as well as a 
number of related plans and studies for the downtown 
area, the City of Wichita, in coordination with the 
Wichita Metropolitan Transportation Organization 
(WAMPO) and the Wichita Downtown Development 
Corporation (WDDC), launched specific planning and 
design for the future of Douglas Avenue in Downtown 
in Summer 2011.  

Project Downtown identified the Douglas Avenue 
corridor as Wichita’s “postcard avenue” that helped 
spark redevelopment and revitalization efforts in 
Old Town and other parts of Downtown over the last 
few decades.  The corridor is now primed for a new 
round of reinvestment and activity that will help bring 
the remaining empty and underutilized areas along 
Douglas Avenue to life.  The overall goal of this project 
is to create detailed design and implementation 
strategies for Douglas on a block-by-block basis that 
will guide ongoing improvements along the corridor 
over the next few decades.

The design of Douglas aims to make the street a 
vibrant and distinctive walking corridor that supports 
surrounding land uses and helps tie different parts of 
Downtown together.  It also aims to enhance transit 
facilities and services along Douglas and make the 
corridor the city’s premier transit street.  The project 
identifies urban design and land use strategies that 
will help energize the surrounding land uses and 
transit-oriented development along the Douglas 
corridor as well as phasing, financing, maintenance, 
and operations strategies the City and the private 
sector should pursue to ensure that the revitalization of 
Douglas continues over the next several decades.

Vision

Every successful downtown has a street that 
represents the most desirable location for businesses 
and residences and also contributes greatly to the 

region’s identity in the national and international 
marketplace.  The overarching vision is to return 
Douglas Avenue to its historic place as the multi-
modal, walkable, and vibrant signature street of 
Wichita.  This project will create a regional and 
national example of how to apply complete streets 
thinking to the re-establishment of a signature street.

In addition, the overall vision for the project includes 
the following:

• Because the Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit 
Oriented Development Study represents one 
of the first implementation initiatives of Project 
Downtown, a desired outcome of this project is 
to provide momentum and advance the overall 
action strategies and the implementation of the 
Downtown plan.

• The project aims to help foster higher-density, 
transit oriented development along the corridor, in 
accordance with the recommendations of Project 
Downtown.

• The project will help better integrate the riverfront 
area with Downtown by improving linkages 
between Douglas Avenue and the Arkansas River.

Douglas Avenue 1919

Douglas Avenue 1930
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Neighborhood Context And Study Area

The Douglas Avenue Corridor TOD Study addresses 
short term and long term improvements to Douglas 
from McLean to Washington in the Downtown area, 
as well as adjoining properties along the corridor and 
intersections with cross-streets.  In addition, the study 
addresses how this corridor ties with the adjoining 
Delano district to the west and the Douglas Design 
District, stretching from Washington on the west to 
Oliver on the east.

As illustrated in the context map below, Douglas 
Avenue is the main spine serving Downtown Wichita 
and provides connectivity between a number of unique 
sub-districts and neighborhoods in the downtown 
area.

Douglas provides connectivity from the popular Old 
Town district, including a variety of hotels, restaurants, 
entertainment venues, residences, and offices, to 
the rest of Downtown, Century II, and the riverfront.  
To the south, Douglas connects Old Town to the 
former Union Station property, the Commerce Street 
Arts District, and the Arena neighborhood around 
the new Intrust Bank Arena.  Douglas helps to link 
developments along the river to the south, including 
WaterWalk, with the office core of Downtown and 
emerging areas of growth and revitalization to the west 
of Old Town, along 1st, 2nd, and 3rd Streets.  While 
Douglas does not connect with I-135 or other area 
freeways, it provides important east-west connectivity 
across central Wichita and serves as the transit route 
for a multitude of bus lines that converge on the 
Wichita Transit Center on William Street in Downtown.

Neighborhood Context Map
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Description Of Previous Planning Efforts

Project Downtown: The Master Plan for Wichita

Civic leaders and a wide range of stakeholders worked 
over a two-year period to create a new master plan for 
Downtown Wichita, culminating with adoption of the 
plan by the Wichita City Council in December 2010.  
The plan, named Project Downtown, outlines a vision 
for the various districts within Downtown over the next 
20 years and provides an overall business plan for the 
implementation of the plan by district.  

Project Downtown recommends that Downtown 
Wichita revitalize over the next several decades by 
developing a series of mixed-use, walkable, and multi-
modal districts that draw from the existing assets of 
the Downtown area and the central location within the 
metropolitan area.  The Downtown plan contains the 
following recommendations specifically related to the 
Douglas Avenue corridor.

• The Downtown plan identified Douglas Avenue 
as a “transit balanced street” that should continue 

to accommodate a variety of modes of travel, 
most notably a number of bus lines that serve 
the entire City of Wichita as well as the Q-Line 
Downtown Circulator illustrated in the context map 
below.  While the Downtown plan did not provide 
detailed design concepts for Douglas Avenue, 
the plan provides renderings that depict Douglas 
maintaining two lanes of through traffic in each 
direction, plus a landscaped median in the middle 
of the street.  The City has identified Douglas as 
the premiere transit street in the Downtown area.

• The Downtown plan recommended that Douglas 
evolve as a highly walkable street and a distinctive 
walking corridor that supports the surrounding land 
uses (retail, residential, office, and entertainment).  
The plan suggests that streetscape improvements 
such as improved street trees, enhanced 
furniture and fixtures, and enhanced signage 
and wayfinding, serve to enhance the level of 
pedestrian friendliness along Douglas.  It also calls 
for crosswalk improvements necessary to make it 
easier to walk and cross the corridor.
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• For the connections between the Douglas Avenue 
Corridor and the Arkansas River, the Downtown 
Plan recommends improvements designed to 
frame the corridor with attractive buildings and 
animate the corridor 24 hours per day, 7 days 
per week with a range of activities.  The Plan 
calls for the fostering of “continuous walkability” 
by integrating appropriate development and 
infrastructure.  It suggests developing new mixed-
use development on vacant sites along Douglas 
to help energize the connections across the river, 
modifying the Century II complex to encourage 
walking along Douglas and along the river, and 
designing the new Central Library to connect the 
river and the Delano district with active, inviting 
walks and streets.  It also suggests mixing new 
housing with other uses in order to bring life to the 
riverfront area, increasing retail along Douglas and 
supplementing retail with other ground-floor uses, 
and focusing transit services along the corridor 
to allow easy access and interchange with other 
destinations in the central Wichita area.

• For the portion of the Douglas corridor in Old 
Town and the core office area of Downtown, the 
Downtown Master Plan calls for new investment 
in a wide variety of housing, office, retail, hotel, 
and other uses that benefit from walkable access 
and the proximity to Downtown’s many amenities.  
It suggests complementing existing public art 
and street trees with interpretive signage, more 
plantings, and crosswalk improvements.  The 
Plan suggests mixing housing with other uses, 
increasing retail along Douglas, and focusing 
transit services along the corridor.

• The Downtown Plan suggests expanding and 
enhancing the Q-Line circulator bus service from 
the one existing line to a series of four lines over 
time, with alignment of these routes focused on 
Main Street and Douglas Avenue.

• The Plan suggests synchronizing traffic signals 
along the Douglas corridor in order to improve 
traffic flow and reduce congestion.

• The Downtown Plan calls for the city and private 
sector interests to consider the former Union 
Station property as a potential location for a multi-
modal transit hub in the future.  The north-south 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) rail viaduct 

that passes just to the west of Union Station 
represents a potential alignment for an expansion 
of Amtrak service from Newton, Kansas through 
Wichita, connecting eventually to Oklahoma City 
and points to the south.  Union Station’s location 
adjacent to the rail line means that the facility 
could regain its status as a key transportation 
facility serving the city and the region.

• The Downtown Plan calls for the continued 
creation of gateways to Downtown, including 
at either end of Douglas, that have a full level 
of activity.  This suggests that the Douglas and 
Washington intersection, including adjacent areas 
of Old Town, as well as the connections between 
Douglas and the river and Douglas and the 
nearby Delano district, represent key locations for 
further redevelopment and improvements in the 
downtown area.

• The Plan calls for the City and private sector 
partners to work to energize and improve the 
parks and plazas located along Douglas, including 
Finlay Ross Park, the Chester I. Lewis Reflection 
Square Park, Naftzger Park, and other plazas 
around Union Station, the Garvey Center, and the 
area in front of Century II.

• The Plan suggests the creation of a multi-use path 
(for bicyclists and walking) along the Santa Fe rail 
viaduct in order to connect the Old Town district 
with the Commerce Street Arts District to the 
south.

• The Plan suggests that other streets in Downtown, 
besides Douglas, serve as the main roadways 
featuring bike lanes and bike accommodations 
in the central part of the city.  Specifically, the 
Downtown Plan recommends that dedicated 
bicycle lanes be constructed on an east-west 
corridor (the First and Second Street couplet) and 
a north-south corridor (the Market and Topeka 
Avenue couplet) through Downtown.  In addition, 
the Plan recommends the installation of “share the 
road” bicycle markings and signage on Waterman.
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Downtown Wichita Streetscape Design Guidelines 
(May 2010) 

The Downtown Streetscape Guidelines booklet, 
completed in May 2010, provides a wide range of 
recommendations concerning the design for the full 
range of streets within the downtown area.  Because 
Project Downtown classifies Douglas Avenue as a 
“Transit Balanced Street”, the guidelines provide the 
following specific recommendations:

• Maintaining four travel lanes, with the potential to 
create a landscaped median down the middle of 
Douglas

• Consideration of Douglas as a potential location 
for dedicated transit lanes in the future

• Maintaining relatively wide travel lane widths along 
Douglas in order to sufficiently accommodate the 
passage of transit vehicles

• Douglas should maintain parallel parking spaces, 
as opposed to angled parking spaces, in order 
to reduce the potential conflicts between transit 
vehicles and vehicles accessing parking spaces 
along the street

The Downtown Streetscape Guidelines also provided 
a menu of recommended street furnishings (including 
bike racks, seating, trash receptacles, news stands, 
and lighting) for potential inclusion in ongoing design 
and planning efforts for downtown streets.  The 
document also provided guidance concerning the 
materials for paving along the sidewalks and street 
surfaces along Douglas Avenue.

The Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented 
Development Study drew from the range of 
recommendations for streetscape elements and 
transportation design in the creation of potential 
alternative designs for Douglas Avenue as well as 
the preferred and final design for the corridor.  While 
the design team drew from further research and input 
throughout the project, it continued to reference the 
recommendations and suggestions of the Downtown 
Streetscape Guidelines in creating preliminary and 
final recommendations outlined in this document.

Description Of Public Meetings And 
Outreach

The importance of Douglas Avenue and Downtown 
Wichita to the greater City and metropolitan area, 
the involvement of various stakeholder groups 
including both residents and businesses, and the 
need to maintain a shared sense of planning for the 
Douglas corridor heightened the need to execute 
a comprehensive, transparent, and well-conceived 
public outreach effort.  The design team worked 
during the planning process to reach a broad range 
of participants and to create consensus for the 
recommended design for Douglas that will help the 
Downtown community and the City move forward 
with implementation and construction over time.  
During the project, members of the design team and 
City staff met with community organizations, elected 
officials, representatives from the Wichita Downtown 
Development Corporation, property and business 
owners, residents along Douglas, and the general 
public to advance the recommended design for 
Douglas Avenue.

In addition to the public meetings and work sessions 
outlined below, the design team and City staff worked 
with local media outlets (including newspaper, radio, 
television, and the City’s local access cable channel) 
to publicize the Douglas planning and design effort.  
The City and the WDDC worked to send out fliers and 
email communication publicizing community meetings, 
surveys, and the preliminary and final design concepts 
for the corridor.  The WDDC hosted a website for the 
project that contained current information concerning 
the project and also provided information concerning 
the project via Facebook and Twitter links.
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Community Design Charrette and Public Open 
House – July 28, 2011

The design team met with the Steering Committee for 
the project, property owners, and business owners 
from along the Douglas corridor during a one day 
design charrette in Wichita in late July 2011.  During 
the sessions the design team reviewed a series of 
eight concepts or options for Douglas in terms of 
the key transportation drivers (addressing numbers 
of lanes, sidewalk widths, and accommodations 
for bicyclists, transit, and pedestrians).  Based 
upon discussions with the Steering Committee and 
property owners, the design team advanced a more 
detailed design for three of the options (as outlined in 
subsequent sections of this document) for presentation 
at a public open house held that evening.  

During the public open house, the design team 
solicited input from the public concerning various 
elements of the streetscape and transportation 
design for the Douglas corridor and reviewed all eight 
transportation options for Douglas, including the 
three plans advanced during the charrette.  During 
the session the public provided specific input to 
the design team through a series of keypad polling 
questions.  The results of this polling session as well 
as subsequent input provided in an online version of 
the survey helped the design team narrow down the 
number of alternatives for the design of Douglas and 
helped the team refine ongoing design strategies for 
the corridor.

Second Public Open House – August 31, 2011

At this meeting, the design team and City staff 
presented the preferred design for the Douglas 
corridor to the public through a series of presentation 
boards and again solicited direct input from the 
audience through a series of keypad polling questions.  
Feedback provided at this session and in an online 
version of the keypad polling questions helped the 
design team refine the preferred design for Douglas 
in preparation for the final public open house for the 
project.

Third Public Open House – October 27, 2011

At a final public open house in late October, the design 
team presented the final design for Douglas Avenue 
as well as a series of boards and illustrations depicting 
the recommended phasing and implementation 
strategies for the project.  The design team and City 
staff focused a series of keypad polling questions on 
issues pertaining to implementation for the Douglas 
project.  Questions focused on potential funding, 
phasing, maintenance, and ongoing operations 
issues pertaining to the Douglas Avenue project.  
This feedback helped the design team refine its 
recommendations for the implementation of the 
Douglas plan as it finalized the study.
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EXISTING CONDITIONS
Current Street Conditions

The City of Wichita has resurfaced and improved the 
pavement along Douglas Avenue in various segments 
over the years, and the pavement conditions along the 
corridor are generally good in nature.  

Current Sidewalk Conditions

As outlined in the following diagram, the design for 
sidewalks should ideally encompass a total of 17.6 
feet, including 5 feet for outdoor dining and/or outdoor 
retail, 4 feet to accommodate people walking down 
the street, six feet for planting areas including trees, 
and a 2-foot, 6-inch clear zone next to the street to 
accommodate people opening car doors and getting 
into and out of vehicles.  The six foot zone for trees 
can also be used for outdoor dining (in the areas 
between the trees).

The design team inventoried the sidewalks along 
the Douglas corridor, and as outlined in the following 
diagram, several portions of the corridor have less 
than ideal sidewalks in terms of width, to support 
active ground floor uses including retail, outdoor 
dining, and sufficient walkability. 
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DOUGLAS AVENUE CORRIDOR | TOD PLAN
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Existing Sidewalk Width Diagram

The areas adjacent to Old Town and along the blocks 
to the west of the Santa Fe rail viaduct have narrower 
sidewalks that do not adequately support active 
ground floor uses and higher levels of activity along 
the street.  The sidewalks along Douglas tend to be 
wider toward the western end of the study area, where 
the City has completed streetscape projects over the 
last 20 years.
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The design team, during its site reconnaissance, 
photographed every segment of the Douglas corridor, 
and found the pavement quality of the sidewalks 
along Douglas to be sufficient.  Several of the 
sidewalk segments in the Old Town area include brick 
pavers and therefore tend to require higher levels of 
maintenance.

Current Parking Conditions

Douglas Avenue currently features primarily parallel 
parking along both sides of the street along the 
corridor, but the provision of parking is not uniform 
from block to block.  The diagram below articulates 
the number of parking spots by block between the 
Arkansas River and Washington Avenue.  Parallel 
parking is particularly prevalent in the office core 

area of Downtown, from Main Street to Topeka, but 
is less prevalent in the blocks in the Old Town area.  
The block located just to the east of the Santa Fe rail 
viaduct does not contain any on-street parallel parking.  
In addition, the south side of Douglas within the Eaton 
block currently features angled parking.  This is the 
only segment of Douglas within the study area that 
currently includes angled parking.

In addition to parallel, on-street parking, a number of 
surface lots and structured parking garages provide 
parking near the Douglas corridor.  The diagram that 
follows illustrates the locations of parking facilities 
within a few blocks of Douglas within the downtown 
area.

Existing On-Street Parking Diagram
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Traffic Counts /  
Traffic Volume Information

Data from the City of Wichita and the design team 
indicates that Douglas carries, on average, between 
12,000 and 15,000 vehicles per day between McLean 
and Washington.  While this traffic count exceeds that 
of many other Downtown streets, it reflects a traffic 

level well below that of similar “signature streets” in 
the downtown areas of other cities.  The main streets 
for other downtowns often carry many times the 
traffic levels that currently exist along Douglas.  The 
current traffic volume along Douglas could easily be 
accommodated by one travel lane in each direction 
plus a center turn lane.  However, having only one 
travel lane in each directoin would create problems 
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Q-Line Trolley

for the efficient operation of buses along the corridor.  
A traffic analysis completed by the project team also 
indicated that operating Douglas with only one travel 
lane in each direction would result in traffic backing up 
from intersection to intersection.   

Transit – Existing Conditions

Douglas Avenue represents one of the main transit 
streets in the existing Wichita Transit system.  City-
wide, Wichita Transit operates 17 bus routes as well 
as the downtown trolley service, the Q-Line.  All bus 
routes begin or end at the Transit Center located at 
224 South Topeka, located one block south of Douglas 
Avenue on William Street.  Bus routes generally 
operate between 6AM and 7PM on weekdays and 
from 7AM to 6PM on Saturdays.  The existing bus 
routes currently service the downtown area on 
half hour headways (the buses stop once every 30 
minutes) during peak times on weekdays, and on 
hourly headways during the middle of the day and on 
Saturdays.  The following routes currently operate 
directly along the Douglas Avenue corridor:

North Waco

This route travels along Douglas Avenue between 
Waco Avenue and Topeka Avenue and serves the 
area north of the transit center and south of I-235. 
Major stops include the post office on 2nd Street, 
the Coleman plant and Pratt Industries. Two buses 
operate from 6AM to 9AM and 3PM to 7PM during 
the week and one bus operates from 9AM to 3PM 
and on Saturdays. 

College Hill

This route serves the eastern portion of the 
Douglas Avenue study corridor, between Topeka 
and Washington Avenue. The bus then continues 
east along Douglas Avenue as far as Webb Road 
with a detour via Edgemor and Kellogg Drive to 
the V.A. Hospital and the Towne East Mall. Two 
buses operate from 6AM to 9AM and 3PM to 7PM 
during the week and one bus operates from 9AM 
to 3PM and on Saturdays.

West Central

This route generally serves the area directly 
west of the transit center. Major stops include 
the Sedgwick County Health Department, 
the Independent Living Resource Center and 
Exploration Place. The West Central route travels 
along the Douglas Avenue study corridor only in 
the westbound direction between Emporia Avenue 
and Waco Street. Two buses operate from 6AM 
to 9AM and 3PM to 7PM during the week and one 
bus operates from 9AM to 3PM and on Saturdays.

The East 13th bus also operates on Douglas 
from Emporia to Washington outbound and from 
Washington to St. Francis inbound.

Q-Line Trolley

The Q-Line is a free downtown trolley shuttle 
service designed to connect downtown visitors 
and residents to shopping, restaurants, hotels, the 
Intrust Bank Arena, Century II and the Lawrence 
Dumont Stadium during the evening hours. There 
are nine designated stops; however, passengers 
are able to flag the trolley at any intersection along 
the route. The Q-Line operates two routes: “A” 
which travels counterclockwise Monday through 
Saturday and “B” which travels clockwise on 
Friday, Saturday and event nights. The Q-Line 
operates on half-hourly headways from 6:00 PM 
to 10:00 PM Monday through Thursday, from 
6:00 PM to midnight on Fridays and from Noon to 
midnight on Saturdays.  

93



20  |   

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study  |  Wichita, Kansas

The following table provides an outline of the total 
number of buses serving the Douglas corridor by block 
each day.  The highest concentration of bus traffic 
exists in the areas around the downtown office core, 
between Water and Topeka, where a total of 86 buses 
pass along Douglas on a typical day.  The number 
of bus movements is least pronounced in the Old 
Town area.  Only 60 buses pass along Douglas daily 
between St Francis and Washington.
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Existing Community Amenities And 
Resources

The Douglas Corridor helps to connect a wide range 
of community amenities and destinations in the 
downtown area.  Douglas represents the main east-
west connector across Downtown, and directly links 
the thriving Old Town district with the emerging and 

revitalizing Delano district.  Douglas helps to connect 
the key community destinations of Century II, the 
Intrust Bank Arena, the proposed new library site west 
of the river, and a variety of museums along the river.  
It also helps to indirectly connect the rest of the city to 
the Waterwalk area, the Government Center on North 
Main, and the Lawrence Dumont Stadium.
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Existing Land Uses And Zoning

While the Downtown master plan calls for the 
development of a mixture of land uses over time 
throughout the downtown area, the existing land uses 
along and near the Douglas corridor, as reflected in 
the diagram below, continue to reflect the historic 
uses of buildings and parcels within the downtown 
area over the last several decades.  Much of the 
land in the western portion of the study area includes 
office land uses, including several multi-story towers 
in the office core that house banks, professional 
offices, and related space.  The area in the vicinity 
of Old Town and stretching a few blocks to the west 
includes primarily retail space, including a variety 
of restaurants, small shops, and entertainment 
venues.  The Union Station properties just to the 
south of Douglas and east of the Santa Fe rail tracks 

is currently shown as office, given that the complex 
was until recently used as a regional headquarters 
for Cox Communications.  The industrial land use 
west of Washington and south of Douglas depicts the 
headquarters and printing presses for the Wichita 
Eagle newspaper.  A variety of parcels colored in pink 
reflect “visitor destination areas”, including the Century 
II center, the Intrust Bank Arena, and the museum 
spaces along the river. 

Project Downtown identifies mixed-use development 
as the likely future land use along the corridor, and 
the Central Business District zoning (depicted in blue) 
allows for a mixture of uses in the Downtown area.  
The Old Town area is currently zoned limited industrial.  
However, zoning overlays designed for Old Town and 
for the Delano district provide additional guidance for 
land uses and design within these districts.

Existing land uses - Century IIExisting land uses - Union Station

Existing land uses - Wichita Eagle

Existing land uses - Douglas and Eaton
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Existing Economic Conditions

The downtown area, including the Douglas corridor, 
experienced increased vacancies during the 1980s, 
1990s, and early 2000s as retailers began leaving 
the district for suburban locations.  Over the last 15 
years, vacancies became more pronounced as several 
higher profile office tenants, such as Commerce Bank 
and the Siefkin law firm, made high profile moves 
from Downtown Wichita to suburban office locations.  

Over the last several years the economic position of 
Downtown has slowly improved as the revitalization 
of the Old Town area has begun to spread to the rest 
of the Douglas corridor.  However, as illustrated in the 
following diagram, the Douglas corridor continues to 
exhibit significant areas of vacancy.  In addition, the 
existence of “blank walls” for adjoining land uses in 
several locations along Douglas discourage street 
activity and vibrancy and detract from the overall 
revitalization of the downtown area.

Existing Vacancies & Blank Walls
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Existing Public Art

As a result of a series of streetscape improvement 
projects completed along Douglas over the last couple 
of decades, the corridor already features a number 
of prominent public art amenities.  A series of trellis 
structures within the office core area of Douglas 
have represented key public art pieces.  A number of 
sculptures of people exist along Douglas. 

Existing Signage And Wayfinding

The Douglas corridor, along with the rest of the 
Downtown area, currently includes standard signage 
and wayfinding fixtures that direct motorists to some 
of the key districts and destinations in the Downtown 
area, such as the Intrust Bank Arena, the State Office 
Building, and the Government Center.  However, 
while these signs provide relatively clear guidance 
to vehicular motorists, the corridor currently lacks 
sufficient signage and wayfinding for pedestrians 
and bicyclists.  In addition, the public noted in keypad 
polling and input during initial meetings for this project 
that sufficient signage and wayfinding does not exist 
to guide transit users seeking to use the Q-Line or 
other downtown bus routes.  The Douglas corridor 
would benefit from the development of a signage and 
wayfinding program that better guides pedestrians 
and bicyclists and provides more attractive and usable 
signs for transit.

Existing Environmental Conditions

As outlined in the Metrics section of the text, the 
design team examined the existing environmental 
conditions along the Douglas corridor in terms of a 
series of key metrics that designers use to evaluate 
and plan for the quality of streetscapes in urban 
areas.  Based upon site visits and analysis, the design 
team concluded the following regarding the existing 
environmental conditions along the Douglas Avenue 
corridor:

• Many of the street trees are spaced too close 
together and are growing in tree openings that are 
too small.  The existing street trees along Douglas 
are generally spaced every 20 feet along each 
side of the street, and the existing street trees 
generally are growing within a 4 foot long by 4 
foot wide tree pit area.  In contrast, research has 
shown that street trees better serve the creation of 

Existing Public Art
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vibrant pedestrian streets when spaced 36 to 40 
feet apart along a street.  Ideally, street trees grow 
in tree pits that include at least 1,000 cubic feet of 
soil volume and 100 square feet of tree opening. 

• The existing condition along Douglas has led to 
the premature death of numerous street trees 
and the stunting of tree growth.  Changing the 
design of the streetscape for trees would allow the 
trees to reach their maximum potential in terms of 
height and breadth and therefore produce more 
shade and comfort for the public.  The corridor 
in general lacks design features that contribute 
to sustainability, including green infrastructure 
techniques such as rain gardens.   The street 
features conventional pavement, for example, as 
opposed to surfaces such as porous pavement 
that would reduce surface temperature and 
accommodate stormwater runoff.  Rain gardens 
would help to reduce stormwater runoff along 
Douglas while at the same time enhancing the 
aesthetic appeal of the streetscape.

• A “bioblitz” of the corridor (an examination of 
the existing wildlife along the corridor) reveals 
that Douglas Avenue is home to very little in the 
way of birds and other urban wildlife.  The lack 
of diversity and presence of birds and butterflies 
diminishes the overall environmental quality of the 
corridor.  The use of native plant material and the 
provision of healthier growing conditions for trees 
and ground cover along the corridor, including the 
installation of larger planted areas, would help to 
provide a healthier habitat for urban wildlife and in 
turn would create a more interesting streetscape.

• The Douglas Avenue corridor reports noise levels 
along the corridor that exceed standards for 
outdoor dining and conversation.  The presence 
of excess noise along Douglas inhibits the 
quality of the streetscape experience for visitors 
and business owners along the corridor and 
discourages outdoor dining.

• Given the heat of a typical Kansas summer, 
planning to minimize the urban heat island effect 
(resulting from excess pavement and limited 
shade) is important to the Douglas corridor.  The 
corridor lacks sufficient shade to help encourage 
outdoor dining and shopping.  Increasing the 
tree canopy, utilizing paving materials that limit 

the reflectivity of light and heat, and increasing 
the planted area would help to reduce the urban 
heat island effect and create a more desirable 
pedestrian experience along Douglas.

All of these environmental considerations helped guide 
the design team and the City as it considered various 
designs for the Douglas Avenue corridor.
 
Existing Recreation / Open Space 
Resources And Connections

The Douglas corridor connects a number of notable 
open space amenities within the Downtown area, 
including Naftzger Park near Union Station, Reflection 
Square, the plazas in front of the Garvey Center and 
in front of Century II, Finlay Ross Park, and the open 
space connections along the Arkansas River.  While 
the corridor does not feature any larger scale parks 
or open space areas, these smaller plazas provide 
spaces of respite for people who live, shop, or work 
in the downtown area.  These existing plaza and park 
areas along Douglas generally lack sufficient tree 
canopy to support a robust pedestrian environment 
and do not have adequate seating.  Some of the 
plazas orient above or below grade compared to 
Douglas Avenue, and research has shown that 
plaza areas located below grade create challenging 
environments for pedestrian activity. 

Existing Aesthetic Conditions

Although the Douglas corridor, according to the design 
team’s initial analyses, would benefit from a range 
of public improvements, the execution of a series of 
streetscape improvements over the last few decades 
has improved the aesthetic quality of Douglas.  The 
corridor has benefited from significant attention and 
investment from city leaders and reflects higher levels 
of aesthetic quality compared to a number of other 
downtown side streets that lack street trees, improved 
lighting, and a host of streetscape amenities.

In keypad polling questions and online survey results, 
the majority of the public generally indicated that the 
aesthetic quality of Douglas was either good, very 
good, or neutral.
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OVERARCHING METRICS 
AND GOALS
The design team used metrics as a discovery-
oriented tool to help the city of Wichita and downtown 
leaders form a collective point of view about the 
goals and aspirations for the Douglas Avenue plan 
and to measure success in meeting goals over time.  
Grounded in four planning frameworks associated 
with sustainable design – Economics, Community, 
Art or Aesthetics, and Environment – the creation of 
distinct, measureable metrics helped the design team 
create more robust solutions and helped the downtown 
community consider design and planning issues from 
different contexts.  

The formation of goals and metrics by the design team 
helped to guide planning for Douglas Avenue.  Over 
time, the City of Wichita and downtown leaders can 
monitor the success of the Douglas plan in meeting 
the metrics and goals established as part of this 
planning process.

Metrics Process
 
The establishment of goals and metrics is an iterative 
process that continues throughout each stage of a 

project.  At the outset of the project, the design team 
identified key overarching goals for the project in each 
of the four planning frameworks.  

The following outlines metrics for the planning 
frameworks of Economics, Community, Art or 
Aesthetics, and Environment.

Vehicle Speed
 
Numerous studies have documented the relationship 
between higher average vehicular speeds along 
arterial streets and the number of pedestrian injuries 
along a given stretch of road.  In general, pedestrian 
versus vehicle accidents involving vehicles traveling 
at greater than 35 miles per hour usually result in fatal 
injuries to pedestrians.  The posted speed limit along 
Douglas is 30 mph, and the observed speed along the 
corridor is 29.6 miles per hour.  This data indicates that 
vehicular speed generally does not represent a major 
issue in terms of safety along the Douglas Avenue 
corridor.  Although many cities globally are working 
to reduce traffic speeds to 20 miles per hour, the 
observed speed along Douglas is generally compatible 
with a healthy pedestrian environment.  Ideally, the 
observed speed along the corridor would register 
around 25 miles per hour, as this would create a safer 
pedestrian environment and reduce street noise. 
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Crossing Distance

Crosswalk signals currently allow 20 seconds for 
pedestrians crossing Douglas Avenue.  Based 
upon LEED ND standards and standard timing for 
Downtown areas, pedestrians should be allowed up to 
32 seconds to cross Douglas, based upon the existing 
street width.  The plan recommends that City officials 
work to retime the traffic signals along Douglas to 
better coordinate vehicular traffic and pedestrian 
crossing times to improve both efficiency and safety.

As illustrated in the following diagram, the completion 
of the recommended plan along the Douglas corridor 
will reduce the crosswalk distance at a number of 
intersections that do not currently have bulbouts in 
place.  At several intersections the crossing distance 
will decrease from over 80 feet to less than 60 feet.

As illustrated in the following diagram, because 
the recommended plan calls for the installation of 
bulbouts at intersections and therefore decreases the 
distance from one side of the street to the other along 
Douglas, the time required to walk across the street 
will decrease from the current condition.  Whereas the 
current design of the street requires over 30 seconds 
to cross from one side to the other, with the completion 
of the Douglas plan almost all pedestrians will be 
able to cross the street within the time allowed by the 
existing traffic signal timing.
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Heat Island

The design team collected measurements of surface 
temperatures for various locations and surfaces 
along the Douglas corridor.  These measurements 
help the design team and the City in documenting the 
impact of the recommended street and streetscape 
design in reducing the overall surface temperature 
along the corridor.  Given the potential for extreme 
heat in Wichita in the summer, the ability to create a 
streetscape that is cooler and more comfortable would 
make the Douglas corridor more attractive to visitors 
and residents.  The diagrams below demonstrate 
that shaded areas and areas using certain materials, 
such as brick as opposed to concrete, produce lower 
surface temperatures than areas that lack shade or 
feature asphalt or concrete.  
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Tree Canopy

Streets and retail districts that have greater coverage 
of tree canopy result in lower surface temperatures 
and therefore more comfortable and inviting 
environments for visitors and residents.  In addition, 
tree canopy enhances the overall visual aesthetic 
quality of a given street or district.  The diagram 
below indicates that the overall Douglas corridor, 
from McLean to Washington, features around 71,000 
square feet of tree canopy.  A redesign of Douglas 
Avenue to include a planted median down the middle 
of the street would result in a tree canopy of at least 
180,000 square feet, at full growth of trees.  This 
calculation assumes that the City would select and 
maintain trees along Douglas designed to produce the 
greatest coverage of shade and tree canopy.
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Tree Pits

Research has demonstrated that street trees reach 
their full potential in terms of height and overall vitality 
when they are planted in larger tree lawns.  While 
many cities plant trees in relatively small 4-foot by 
4-foot tree pits, many traditional street trees require 
much larger tree pits in order to reach their full maturity 
and to remain vital over many years.  As demonstrated 
in the chart below, the existing condition of Douglas 
Avenue includes smaller tree pits with only 100 cubic 
feet of volume.  In contrast, arborists recommend 
that tree pits for street trees include pits of at least 
1,000 cubic feet on average.  Increasing the pit size 
improves tree health and growth, leading to a greater 
tree canopy and diminish the effects of the urban heat 
island along streets like Douglas Avenue.  
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Pedestrian and streetscape environments that feature 
comfortable levels of noise help to foster active street 
life, including the potential for outdoor dining, and 
encourage walking and bicycling.  Commercial and 
residential streets that present significant noise issues 
typically discourage pedestrian activity.  The design 
team recorded noise levels along Douglas at the 
beginning of the project.

As illustrated below, the Douglas corridor on average 
reports noise somewhat above target levels for human 
interaction.  National standards for noise suggest 
that retail streets should exhibit noise levels of no 
greater than 60 decibels.  The Douglas corridor on 
average reports noise levels of 72 decibels.  Because 
a difference of 10 decibels represents a doubling of 
perceived noise, the 72 decibels registered along 
Douglas means that the corridor is twice as loud as 
the recommended level for retail streets. The corridor 
features truck traffic at certain times of the day and 
greater levels of noise during peak hours (at lunch and 
in the late afternoon following the end of the typical 
working day).  

The recommended plan for Douglas aims to 
encourage lower noise levels through greater levels 
of vegetation, the use of a planted median, and other 
strategies designed to prevent speeding and excess 
acceleration.  The inclusion of better trees and other 
amenities should help to buffer noise levels for visitors, 
business owners and property owners along Douglas 
in the future.  Decreasing noise levels along Douglas 
would also make dining along the corridor more 
pleasant and viable and increase overall user comfort 
for pedestrians along the street.
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Examples: Great Streets

The images below illustrate the design of a number 
of precedent “signature streets” that may serve as 
a model for Wichita in executing the final design for 
Douglas Avenue going forward.  All of the examples 
below incorporate a planted median into their design, 
and all of these streets represent vibrant mixed-use 
districts that feature vibrant retail, residential, and 
commercial uses as well as a true sense of walkability.  
There are numerous examples of “Great Streets” that 
have medians and therefore a design for Douglas that 
incorporates a planted median can become a Great 
Street for the City of Wichita.

Las Ramblas | Barcelona
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Michigan Avenue | Chicago
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Kurfurstendamm | Berlin
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Mill Avenue | Tempe
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Royal Palm Way | Palm Beach
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Park Avenue | New York City
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St. Charles Avenue | New Orleans
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Comparable Downtown Circulators

The design team reviewed a number of comparable 
“circulator” bus systems from downtowns around the 
country at the outset of the project to provide lessons 
learned to the City and the downtown community 
regarding potential adjustments or improvements to 
the Q-Line circulator route in downtown Wichita.  An 
examination of circulator routes in Cleveland, Raleigh, 
Washington, Baltimore, Louisville, and other cities 
revealed the following key lessons learned for Wichita:

• The most effective bus circulator routes include 
simple and relatively linear routes, as opposed 
to circuitous routes that attempt to service larger 
geographic areas.

• The most attractive downtown circulators feature 
very frequent and reliable service, free service (no 
fares), and very simple and easy to follow signage 
and wayfinding systems.

• The best circulators connect as many key 
destinations using routes that are as simple to 
navigate as possible.

• Simply establishing a circulator route will not 
“save” a downtown area

• Effective branding helps to spread the word about 
circulator service and should increase ridership

• The most effective downtown circulators conduct 
detailed research to know their target markets 
and what these individuals seek in downtown 
transportation

• The best downtown circulators benefit from stable 
and reliable funding sources, ensuring  that 
service will never be disrupted and that cheap or 
free fares are always available to the public.

Chattanooga Electric Shuttle System

Louisville, Kentucky Franklin Avenue Trolley Route

Raleigh R Line Circulator
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STREET DESIGN 
ALTERNATIVES

The project team considered and analyzed a full range 
of options as design alternatives for Douglas Avenue 
in the downtown area.  The public reviewed a series 
of eight design alternatives for Douglas at the initial 
open house in July 2011 and provided feedback, both 
in-person via keypad polling and online through the 
project website, concerning the preferred alternative 
for the design and layout of the street.

At the initial public open house (and, as part of 
information provided online), the project team provided 
background information concerning the existing 
condition of Douglas Avenue and the eight design 
alternatives and the advantages and challenges of 
each option, as outlined below.

Existing Condition

As mentioned, Douglas Avenue in the downtown area 
currently includes two travel lanes running in each 
direction, a center turn lane, and parallel parking on 
either side.  Retaining this layout of the street would 
produce the following advantages and challenges for 
the City, property owners, and the general public going 
forward.

Advantages: 

• Given that the existing layout of Douglas would 
remain, improvements to the corridor would 
not involve the construction of any new curbs, 
medians, or other traffic control devices.  Public 
improvements and associated costs would be 
limited to streetscape improvements (such a 
signage and wayfinding, street trees, furniture, 
etc.).

• Retaining the existing layout of Douglas would 
continue to allow unimpeded left turn access to 
individual properties along the corridor.  

Challenges:

• Retaining the existing layout of Douglas would 
provide only limited opportunities to make 
improvements that would establish the corridor as 
a “transit enhanced street”.

• Douglas would continue to function as a very wide 
street (from curb to curb) and therefore would 
continue to present challenges to pedestrians in 
crossing the street.  The very wide dimensions of 
Douglas would likely limit the visual appeal of the 
corridor compared to other potential alternatives.

Existing street design
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Existing Condition - Section

Existing Condition - Axon
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Option 1: Existing Conditions with Transit 
Enhancements (Sidewalks and Bulb-Outs)

This option would retain the same general layout of 
Douglas as the existing condition (two travel lanes 
in each direction, plus a center turn lane) but would 
include limited changes to better accommodate 
pedestrians and transit users.  The design of 
intersections would include curb extensions or 
bulbouts in order to provide for a shorter crossing 
distance from one side of Douglas to another, and to 
provide additional space at intersections for public 
art, signage and wayfinding, or other streetscape 
elements.  In addition, this option would include 
sidewalk extensions as part of the design of bus stops.  
Transit users would wait in the sidewalk extension 
areas and would then directly board buses that stop 
in the right travel lane along Douglas Avenue.  This 
design would eliminate the need for buses to pull in 
and out of traffic and would provide additional space 
for bus stop facilities and amenities on the sidewalk.  
In this sense, the design would provide for a “transit 
enhanced” version of the current layout of Douglas 
Avenue.  

Advantages:

• The curb extensions at intersections would 
shorten crosswalk distances and therefore 
enhance pedestrian safety and walkability.  

• The sidewalk extensions at bus stop locations 
would allow for easier access to buses and 
provide additional room for dining and other 
sidewalk uses along Douglas.

• This design is relatively inexpensive compared to 
other design and layout options for Douglas.

Challenges

• This design assumes that buses would stop in-
lane (at the bus stop locations), and as a result 
congestion along Douglas may increase slightly 
as vehicles transition around buses stopped along 
the street.

Existing intersections with bulbouts 
and on-street parking
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Option 1 - Section

Option 1 - Axon
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Option 2:  Six Through Lanes

This option presents the design of Douglas that would 
maximize the capacity of the street for vehicles, by 
providing for three travel lanes in each direction, as 
depicted in the diagrams below.  This option almost 
exclusively focuses on accommodating vehicular traffic 
and does not provide any improvements designed to 
accommodate transit users or pedestrians.

Advantages:

• This design option would maximize the throughput 
of traffic and minimize any delays in traveling from 
east to west across Downtown Wichita.

Challenges:

• The design depicted (three travel lanes in each 
direction) would eliminate lanes dedicated for left 
turns, would result in longer crossing distances for 
pedestrians compared to other options, and would 
eliminate on-street parking from Douglas.
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Option 2 - Section

Option 2 - Axon
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Option 3:  Large Planted Median

This design option would retain two travel 
lanes in each direction along Douglas and 
left turns in the center of the street, but 
would install a 14-foot planted median in the 
middle, between left turn locations.  It would 
also include curb extensions at intersections 
and sidewalk extensions at bus stop 
locations.

Advantages:

• The installation of a planted median will 
eliminate the number of potential conflict 
points, where vehicles turning left may 
collide with oncoming traffic.  Therefore, 
the number of accidents along Douglas 
should decrease.

• The planted median provides a refuge 
in the middle of the street, if necessary, 
for pedestrians crossing Douglas and 
thereby enhances overall safety.

• The planted median, including rain 
gardens, street trees, and other ground 
cover, should enhance the aesthetic 
appeal of the corridor.

Challenges:

• The installation of the planted median 
may limit access to driveways and alleys 
for certain parcels along Douglas.

Previous median condition on Douglas Avenue circa 1960

126



   |  53

STREET DESIGN ALTERNATIVES

February 2012

Option 3 - Section

Option 3 - Axon
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Option 4:  Road Diet to Three Lanes

This option would reduce the number of travel lanes 
on Douglas Avenue and would maximize the area 
dedicated to sidewalk uses, such as dining, and 
streetscape improvements such as public art, rain 
gardens, and street furniture.  Under this scenario, 
Douglas would narrow to one travel lane in each 
direction, plus a center turn lane.  A six-foot bike lane 
would separate the travel lane from parallel parking on 
either side of the street.  Curb extensions or bulbouts 
at intersections would further decrease the crosswalk 
distance for pedestrians, and the sidewalk areas on 
either side would expand to 23 feet in width (including 
a six foot amenity zone and a 14.5-foot pedestrian 
zone).

Advantages:

• The provision of wider sidewalk and amenity areas 
on each side of Douglas would better facilitate 
dining and retail along the corridor compared to 
other options.

• The redesign of the street, including curb 
extensions, will reduce crosswalk distance from 
one side of the street to the other and therefore 
enhance safety.

• The narrowing of the street should reduce traffic 
speeds along Douglas and minimize any issues 
with speeding along the corridor.

Challenges:

• Analysis of traffic information indicates that a 
conversion of Douglas from four lanes of through 
traffic to one lane in each direction would result in 
increased traffic congestion.  At peak times, traffic 
could back up from block to block along Douglas.  
As a result of the traffic congestion, buses would 
be caught in traffic on Douglas and the overall 
transit system would fall behind its schedule on 
several routes running along the corridor.
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Option 4 - Section

Option 4 - Axon
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Option 5:  No Center Turn Lane and Bike 
Lanes with Traffic

This option narrows the width of Douglas while 
maintaining the same number of through travel lanes 
in each direction along the corridor.  Option 5 calls for 
two travel lanes in each direction, a widening of the 
sidewalk / amenity area, and the installation of bike 
lanes on each side of the street, as shown below.

Advantages:

• Option 5 preserves the same number of through 
lanes in each direction as the current design 
of Douglas and therefore produces reduced 
congestion issues compared to other options that 
include only one through lane in each direction.

• Provides greater access for bicyclists along the 
Douglas corridor.

Challenges:

• Removes left turn lanes from the design of 
Douglas, which could increase congestion as 
drivers wait for vehicles making left turns.

• Potential for conflict between bicyclists traveling 
on the bike lanes and people getting out of cars 
parked in the parallel parking spots.
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Option 5 - Section

Option 5 - Axon

131



58  |   

STREET DESIGN ALTERNATIVES

Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study  |  Wichita, Kansas

Option 6:  Bi-Directional Cycle Track

This option focuses greater emphasis on providing 
for bicycle access along the corridor through the 
installation of a bi-directional cycle track, a two-way 
bicycle zone along one side of Douglas Avenue, 
separated from the adjacent parallel parking lane by 
a three-foot raised median.  The design provides the 
greatest degree of safety for bicyclists through the 
provision of the raised median and the separation 
of both bike lanes from parking and travel lanes.  
Douglas Avenue would carry two lanes of through 
traffic in each direction, similar to Option 5, and would 
include parallel parking on either side of the travel 
lanes.  In order to accommodate the bi-directional 
cycle track, this option does not include center turn 
lanes along Douglas.

Advantages:

• This option provides a very safe route for bicyclists 
traversing Douglas Avenue through Downtown 
Wichita.

Challenges:

• This option for Douglas Avenue is not consistent 
with the recommendations of Project Downtown.  
The downtown plan identified the 1st Street and 
2nd Street corridors as the preferred bicycle 
routes running east-west through this portion of 
the city.  In contrast, the plan identified Douglas as 
a key transit and walking street.  

• The lack of a left turn lane or left turn bays along 
Douglas may increase traffic congestion within the 
study area.

• This option proposes different widths for sidewalks 
on either side of Douglas.  The side adjacent to 
the bi-directional cycle track includes a sidewalk 
area of 19.5 feet in width, and the opposite side 
includes a sidewalk area of 12.5 feet in width, with 
an additional 8-foot wide bulbout at intersection 
locations and at bus stop locations.
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Option 6 - Section

Option 6 - Axon
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Option 7:  Split Cycle Tracks

This option would include dual bicycle lanes of 7-feet 
in width on either side of the street, adjacent to the 
curb and separated from the flow of traffic by a row of 
parallel parking.  The design includes two travel lanes 
in each direction but does not include a center turn 
lane.

Advantages:

• Like option 6, this design provides for enhanced 
bicycle access and mobility along the Douglas 
Avenue corridor.

Challenges:

• The lack of a left turn lane or left turn areas would 
likely increase overall traffic congestion along 
Douglas Avenue.

• Under the design outlined in Option 7, Douglas 
Avenue would retain a very wide crossing distance 
compared to other options, which in turn would not 
enhance pedestrian safety.

• Potential conflicts between bicycle traffic and 
motorists parking their cars and exiting their cars 
in the parallel parking lanes.
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Option 7 - Section

Option 7 - Axon
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Option 8:  Angled Parking

This option would most closely resemble the design of 
Douglas Avenue in the Delano district.  Angled parking 
on either side of the street would increase the overall 
number of parking spaces along Douglas compared 
to other options.  Douglas Avenue would include one 
travel lane in each direction plus a center turn lane.  
The travel lanes would be wider than normal – up to 
16 feet – in order to provide more room for vehicles to 
enter or pull out of angled parking spots.

Advantages:

• This option would provide additional parking along 
Douglas for businesses and retailers.

Challenges:

• Potential conflicts between vehicles entering or 
exiting angled parking spaces and buses traveling 
along Douglas.  Transit systems in general prefer 
to not run bus lines along streets that include 
angled parking.

• The presence of cars pulling out of angled 
parking spaces may delay buses in traversing 
down Douglas and therefore delay the overall bus 
system timetable.

• Analysis of traffic information indicates that a 
conversion of Douglas from four lanes of through 
traffic to one lane in each direction would result in 
increased traffic congestion.  At peak times, traffic 
could back up from block to block along Douglas.  
As a result of the traffic congestion, buses would 
be caught in traffic on Douglas and the overall 
transit system would fall behind its schedule on 
several routes running along the corridor.

136



   |  63

STREET DESIGN ALTERNATIVES

February 2012

Option 8 - Section

Option 8 - Axon
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Public Input Concerning Alternatives for 
Douglas

As illustrated in the tables below, the majority of 
respondents at the public open house in July 2011 (56 
percent) favored Option 3: Planted Median for Douglas 
Avenue, and a plurality of respondents in the online 
version of the survey (31 percent) favored Option 3 
as well.  In addition, 25 percent of respondents at the 
July public open house and 22 percent of respondents 
in the online survey favored an option that involved 
reducing Douglas to one travel lane in each direction 
(Options 4 or 8).  A total of 18 percent of respondents 
at the public open house and 25 percent  of 
respondents in the online survey favored options that 
emphasized bike lanes and bicycle accommodations 
(Options 5, 6, or 7).

The project team interpreted the results from the 
public meeting and the online survey as evidence 
that participants strongly desire that the City integrate 
bicycle access across Downtown, for commuters and 
for recreational users, into current and future design 
efforts for streets and sidewalks in the central portion 
of Wichita.  The project team also interpreted the 
desire of a significant portion of respondents for three-
lane options for Douglas as an indication that the City 
should look for opportunities to expand areas for retail, 
dining, and outdoor activity along Douglas, as well as 
additional streets in the Downtown area.

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I am in favor of the following street section 
option along Douglas: (Choose one) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Option 3: Planted Median 36 56% 
Option 4: Road Diet to Three Lanes 12 19% 
Option 6: Bi-Directional Cycle Track 5 8% 
Option 7: Split Cycle Track 5 8% 
Option 8: Angled Parking 4 6% 
Option 1: Existing Conditions with Transit Enhancements 1 2% 
Option 5: No Center Turn Lane & Bike Lanes With Traffic 1 2% 
Option 2: Six through Lanes 0 0% 
None of the Above 0 0% 
Totals 64 100% 

56% 
19% 

8% 

8% 

6% 

2% 
2% 

Option 3: Planted Median 

Option 4: Road Diet to Three Lanes 

Option 6: Bi-Directional Cycle Track 

Option 7: Split Cycle Track 

Option 8: Angled Parking 

Option 1: Existing Conditions with 
Transit Enhancements 
Option 5: No Center Turn Lane & Bike 
Lanes With Traffic 
Option 2: Six through Lanes 

None of the Above 

31% 

16% 
13% 

11% 

9% 

8% 

6% 

4% 3% 

Option 3: Planted Median 

Option 1: Existing Conditions with 
Transit Enhancements 
Option 4: Road Diet to Three Lanes 

Option 6: Bi-Directional Cycle Track 

Option 8: Angled Parking 

Option 5: No Center Turn Lane & Bike 
Lanes With Traffic 
Option 7: Split Cycle Track 

None of the Above 

Option 2: Six through Lanes 

Response 
Count  Percent 

Option 3: Planted Median 70 31% 
Option 1: Existing Conditions with Transit Enhancements 37 16% 
Option 4: Road Diet to Three Lanes 29 13% 
Option 6: Bi-Directional Cycle Track 24 11% 
Option 8: Angled Parking 21 9% 
Option 5: No Center Turn Lane & Bike Lanes With Traffic 18 8% 
Option 7: Split Cycle Track 14 6% 
None of the Above 8 4% 
Option 2: Six through Lanes 6 3% 
Total 227 
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KEY RECOMMENDATIONS, 
DOUGLAS AVENUE

Based upon feedback from the public in online polling 
and keypad polling at the series of three public 
meetings, along with technical analysis from the 
project team and City staff, the recommended plan for 
Douglas Avenue includes the following components.

Road Section / Description of Roadway

The final recommended plan for Douglas Avenue 
retains the existing two travel lanes in each direction 
as well as parallel parking on each side. (See the 
following Typical Plan Diagram)  In order to enhance 
the aesthetic appearance of the corridor and improve 
safety for motorists making left turns along the 
corridor, the plan includes the installation of a planted 
median down the middle of the street and distinct 
left-turn pockets at intersection locations.  The plan 
also calls for the installation of curb extensions at 
intersection locations, in order to reduce the crossing 
distance for pedestrians, as well as at bus stop or bus 
shelter locations along Douglas, in order to enhance 
access to bus lines operating along the corridor.

As outlined in subsequent sections, the final 
recommended plan for Douglas Avenue allows the 
City to achieve its goals for the corridor to represent 
a key “transit-enhanced” street within the Downtown 
area.  While the recommended plan should enhance 
the performance of the corridor relative to aesthetic, 
environmental, economic, and community-oriented 
metrics, the relatively limited renovations to existing 
curb lines and sidewalk areas (relative to the changes 
outlined in several of the potential alternatives for 
Douglas) should minimize the overall project cost.  
For example, with the exception of the installation of 
curbouts at intersection areas and adjacent to bus 
stops, the existing curb line of Douglas should remain.  
This strategy will reduce capital costs associated with 
constructing new curbs and in installing new sidewalk 
or pavement areas.

The public, in online surveys and in-person keypad 
polling, did express considerable support for design 
options that would reduce Douglas to one travel lane 
in each direction plus a center turn lane (essentially, a 
three-lane street).  The project team notes that many 

arterial streets in downtown areas in other cities with 
similar traffic volumes (less than 20,000 vehicles per 
day) include only one travel lane in each direction 
and therefore provide additional sidewalk space for 
pedestrians and active uses.  However, reducing 
Douglas to three lanes would hinder the efficient 
movement of buses along the street and therefore 
lessen Douglas’s ability to serve as a transit-oriented 
street in the Downtown area.  In addition, the project 
team conducted a simulation of the different options 
and found that traffic would back up from intersection 
to intersection if the street were narrowed to three 
lanes.  The east-west blocks in the Downtown area 
are shorter than the north-south blocks, and thus the 
three lane configuration would work better for the 
north-south streets. The recommended plan calls for 
Douglas to retain two lanes of traffic in each direction 
in order to maintain the transit-oriented nature of 
the street and ensure that transit vehicles (and other 
vehicles) along Douglas continue to operate smoothly.

While the streetscape improvements to Douglas within 
the Delano district involved narrowing the street to 
a three-lane section (with one travel lane in each 
direction), the Douglas Avenue corridor to the east of 
the Arkansas River in the Downtown area operates 
under different conditions.  The Delano district does 
not contain any traffic signals between Seneca and 
McLean, and as a result traffic is able to proceed 
without interruption through this district, with one 
travel lane in each direction.  In contrast, within the 
Downtown area almost every street intersection with 
Douglas features a traffic signal.  During peak times, 
the presence of multiple traffic signals and having 
only one travel lane in each direction would result in 
significant backups and blockage of cross-streets.  In 
addition, Douglas Avenue within the Delano district 
carries far fewer bus lines compared to Douglas within 
the Downtown area.  Because the Delano area does 
not represent a key transit corridor, narrowing Douglas 
to one travel lane in each direction was more practical 
in this district.

The recommended design provides several additional 
benefits to the downtown area and the overall 
community:

• The planted median will enhance the aesthetic 
quality of Douglas, through the installation of street 
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trees, plantings, and other decorative elements in 
the middle of the street.

• The planted median will provide a refuge for 
pedestrians in the middle of the street, allowing for 
safer crossings from one side of Douglas to the 
other.

• The planted median, in conjunction with the 
installation of left turn pockets, will provide for 
more orderly left turns along the street and thereby 
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DOWNTOWN WICHITA STREETSCAPE DESIGN GUIDELINES
4 Defined Districts
•	  Delano District
•	  River Center District - (McLean to Main)
•	  Arena Neighborhood District - (Main to Topeka)
•	  Old Town District 

Sidewalk surface | Delano to Old Town - preferred surface is concrete with artistic 
scoring patterns.  Old Town - preferred surface is brick pavers.

Crosswalks: All four districts - crosswalks should be brick pavers.

Bulbouts: Bulb outs are recommended for the entire study area. Delano and River 
Center bulbouts should be brick or concrete pavers.  Arena Neighborhood District 
bulbouts should be plain concrete with artistic scoring patterns.  Old Town (RR 
tracks to Washington) bulbouts should be brick or concrete pavers.

commerce plaza

bank of america

n. topeka | bicycle balanced street

Typical Plan Diagram

reduce the number of accidents and reduce overall 
confusion for drivers.

• In contrast to options that would narrow Douglas, 
this recommended design should continue to 
provide for sufficient throughput along the corridor 
and avoid congestion.

• The recommended design will, according to 
analysis by the project team, allow the numerous 
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bus lines running along Douglas to continue to 
operate on-time, in line with published timetables.

Connections with North-South Streets

The recommended plan for Douglas includes details 
concerning the intersections between Douglas and the 
various north-south streets in the downtown area.  The 
Downtown plan recommends that a number of north-
south streets intersecting with Douglas convert from 
their current one-way orientation to a two-way design.  
Specifically, the recommended plan outlines how 
St. Francis, Emporia, Topeka, Market, Main, and Water 
would convert from one-way to two-way traffic and 
how these streets would intersect with Douglas.  The 
following are specific recommendations of the project 
team concerning how the north-south streets would 
intersect with Douglas.

• Emporia and St Francis (Pedestrian Balanced 
Streets, according to the Downtown plan) – The 
recommended plan assumes these streets would 
carry one lane of traffic in each direction and 
feature angled parking on both sides of the street.

• Topeka and Market (Bicycle-Balanced Streets, 
according to the Downtown plan) – The 
recommended plan assumes these streets would 
carry one lane of traffic in each direction, plus a 
bike lane on each side and parallel parking.

• Broadway (Auto-Balanced Street, according to 
the Downtown plan) – The recommended plan 
assumes that this street would undergo a “road 
diet” in which the street narrows from two lanes 
in each direction to one through lane in each 
direction, given the relatively low daily volume 
of traffic on Broadway. The design of Broadway 
would also include a center turn lane and parallel 
parking spaces on both sides of the street.

• Main and Waco (Transit-Balanced Streets, 
according to the Downtown plan) – The 
recommended plan assumes that these streets 
would retain at least two through lanes of traffic 
in each direction, given the designation of these 
streets as transit-oriented streets, in order to 
provide sufficient space for buses to travel along 
Main and Waco and stop to drop off or pick up 
riders.

• Water Street (Pedestrian-Balanced Street, 
according to the Downtown plan) – The 
recommended plan assumes that Water Street 
would include one travel lane in each direction 
plus a center turn lane, as well as parallel parking 
on each side of the street.

• Civic Center Drive (Pedestrian-Balanced 
Street, according to the Downtown plan) – The 
recommended plan assumes that Civic Center 
would include one travel lane in each direction 
plus parallel parking on each side of the street.

The narrowing of several of the north-south streets 
as detailed above to one travel lane in each direction 
will allow room for wider sidewalks along either side.  
This would provide additional room for street retail, 

Opportunities for Pedestrian-Friendly North-South Streets

on-street dining, and various streetscape furniture 
features.  Whereas Douglas should retain its status 
as a key east-west travel corridor for vehicular as 
well as transit traffic, several of the north-south 
streets have the potential to convert to more intimate, 
pedestrian-focused streets oriented around shops and 
restaurants.  

Transit Enhancements

In order to ensure that Douglas remains a 
“transit-enhanced” street in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Downtown plan and input 
from the public and stakeholders during the planning 
process, the recommended plan for the corridor 
emphasizes the installation of bus shelters, clearly 
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identified bus stops, and related improvements.  
The illustrative plan for Douglas identifies specific 
locations for bus stops along the Douglas corridor 
within the Downtown area, roughly one every other 
block.  Whereas individuals seeking to use bus lines 
in Downtown Wichita currently hail buses at any 
point along the side of the street, causing confusion 
and added delays for both drivers and riders, the 
establishment of distinct bus stops should create more 
order and encourage transit ridership both within the 
Downtown area and city-wide.

The final plan for Douglas also recommends that 
Wichita Transit provide enhanced bus shelters at bus 
stop locations along the corridor in order to encourage 
additional ridership and add to the aesthetic quality of 
the area.  The City should invest in higher quality and 
distinctive bus shelters that complement the styles of 
other streetscape features, such as benches, trash 
cans, and bike racks.  The shelters should provide 
sufficient protection for transit users from cold winter 
winds and from the hot summer sun. 

Wichita Transit should include the latest signage and 
wayfinding technology as part of the design of the 
shelters in order to encourage ridership and provide 
additional information to visitors to the Downtown 
area.  The shelters should include electronic signs, for 
example, that provide information concerning the bus 
lines that will arrive at a given stop, including arrival 
times, transfer and bus route information, and any 
travel alerts for transit users in the Downtown area.  

Transit Shelter with Integrated Signage

Electronic Changeable Schedule

Proposed Transit Stop at N. Mead
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Providing this information will provide greater clarity 
and should result in increased ridership by commuters, 
other local residents, and by visitors to the city.  
Wichita Transit may also wish to include public art and 
other aesthetic treatments as part of shelter design in 
order to enhance the appeal of the transit facilities and 
the overall corridor.

As mentioned above, the recommended plan for 
Douglas locates the enhanced bus shelters within 
curb extension areas along the street.  This strategy 
will eliminate the need for bus drivers to navigate into 
parallel parking lanes along the side of Douglas, will 
avoid buses getting delayed while waiting for a gap to 
pull back out into traffic, and provide additional space 
for bus shelter amenities and adjacent streetscape 
features, such as benches, newspaper vending 
machines, trash cans, and bike racks.  The provision 
of the extended curb area will allow bus riders to step 
directly to and from buses without traversing parking 
lanes and highlights the importance of transit along 
the corridor.  The project team assumes that motorists 
along Douglas will pass buses stopped in the right 
lane of traffic by using the left lane and determined 
through an analysis of projected traffic volumes and 
traffic movements that the presence of buses stopped 
in the right lane of traffic should not result in materially 
higher levels of congestion along the corridor.

Providing distinct bus shelter locations and the highest 
quality design in bus shelters should allow Douglas to 
better serve the larger community and the Downtown 
area as the primary transit-enhanced east-west 
corridor in the central portion of Wichita

The Q-Line (Downtown Circulator)

The City of Wichita currently provides service for 
the Q-Line along a circuitous route within Downtown 
Wichita, primarily running along Douglas Avenue but 
circulating to reach several scattered locations in the 
vicinity, including Lawrence-Dumont Stadium, Intrust 
Bank Arena, the museums on the river, and the Old 
Town area.  In addition, Wichita Transit has realigned 
the routing for the Q-Line on a fairly regular basis, 
every year or two, based upon available funding.  The 
City also provides additional Q-Line service for special 
events.  While very limited signage for the Q-Line 
exists within the Downtown area, in general the current 
organization of the Q-Line discourages ridership and 

misses an opportunity to encourage additional activity 
along Douglas and other corridors within Downtown 
Wichita.  A visitor to Wichita generally does not have 
any knowledge of how the Q-Line operates, and the 
current orientation of the Q-Line route is confusing 
and discourages ridership.  For example, a visitor 
staying at a hotel along Douglas toward the east end 
of Downtown would have to ride the Q-Line to the 
east, toward Old Town, before traveling west using 
the Q-Line to access destinations such as Century 
II or the museums along the river.  The infrequent 
headways of the Q-Line (around 30 minutes) 
discourages ridership as well.  In keypad and online 
polling, participants in the Douglas planning effort 
expressed support for providing the Q-Line service 
within Downtown with headways of no greater than 
ten minutes.  Participants also expressed support for 
a more direct routing of the Q-Line along Douglas 
Avenue in order to provide a more straightforward 
route for potential users and to reduce operating costs.

The recommended plan for Douglas suggests that the 
City provide a more user-friendly Q-Line system that 
encourages ridership and strengthens the appeal of 
the corridor and the overall Downtown area.

Wichita Transit should establish a primary and 
permanent east-west alignment for the Q-Line, 
following Douglas Avenue, thereby avoiding changes 
in route alignments from year to year.  Establishing 
a permanent route will establish familiarity for 
employees in the Downtown area as well as residents 
from throughout the city and will encourage additional 
ridership by visitors to the City as well.  Aligning the 
Q-Line primarily along Douglas will allow Q-Line users 
to use the enhanced bus shelters that serve other bus 
lines and strengthen the position of the corridor as the 
main transit-enhanced street within central Wichita.  
A more direct line along Douglas will also reduce 
operating costs compared to more circuitous route 
options in the Downtown area, given standard costs 
for operation on a per-mile basis.  In addition, as noted 
on the following diagram, a route primarily oriented 
to Douglas Avenue would continue to provide access 
within one-fourth mile (roughly a five-minute walk) of 
most Downtown destinations, including Century II, 
Intrust Bank Arena, the public library, and Old Town.  
Studies from around the country have revealed that 
most Americans are willing to walk up to one-fourth 
mile from bus stop to destination comfortably.  
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Wichita Transit has plans to establish a second, 
north-south route for the Q-line, stretching from the 
government center at Main and Central to Douglas 
Avenue, and then extending east along Douglas to the 
Old Town area.  This second route should encourage 
significant ridership by government and other 
employees in the area seeking to visit the Old Town 
area and adjacent portions of the Douglas corridor for 
lunch or other business during the day.  This second 
route should only further enhance the position of the 
Douglas corridor as the city’s key transit-enhanced 
street and complement the service provided by the 
main east-west Q-line route along Douglas.

Wichita Transit should provide Q-line service at 
headtimes of no greater than ten minutes (at least in 
peak demand periods) along the Douglas corridor in 
order to encourage ridership and avoid confusion for 
potential transit patrons.  A ten-minute headway would 
provide assurance for pedestrians along Douglas 
that they can easily catch another trolley within a few 
minutes if they miss a given Q-line bus.  This level 
of reliability should encourage greater numbers of 

Downtown employees to leave their cars and trucks 
behind during the workday and use the Q-line to visit 
lunch destinations or conduct other business along 
the Douglas corridor.  A ten-minute headway would 
similarly allow visitors to Downtown to reliably use 
the Q-line to access various destinations in the area, 
including the Intrust Bank Arena, Century II, and Old 
Town, without having to worry about waiting significant 
periods of time for trolleys.  Studies have shown that 
a 10-minute headway provides a substantial increase 
in ridership, as passengers tend to “throw out the 
schedule” with the knowledge that a bus will be by 
within a short wait.

Access Management Plan

The recommended plan for Douglas includes specific 
detail and guidance concerning access to and from 
adjacent properties along the corridor.  The plan 
allows for breaks in the planted median only at 
intersection locations and assumes that left turns 
into surface parking lots or parking garages will not 

Recommended Q-Line Options

147



74  |   

KEY RECOMMENDATIONS

Douglas Avenue Corridor Transit Oriented Development Study  |  Wichita, Kansas

be permitted.  While right turns into parking facilities 
should be allowed, providing multiple median breaks 
for parking facilities up and down Douglas would 
eliminate the functionality of the planted median.  
Because the east-west blocks along Douglas are 
relatively short (300 feet or less) in length (compared 
to the longer, north-south blocks ), providing mid-
block median breaks along with left turn pockets at 
intersection locations would essentially eliminate 
the planted median along the corridor.  In addition, 
providing multiple median break locations would 
increase the likelihood of accidents between turning 
vehicles and oncoming traffic.

Providing additional curb cuts reduces the space 
available for on-street dining, seating, and other 
activity centered around pedestrian traffic along the 
corridor.  The City should work carefully with property 
owners to minimize disruptions to pedestrian traffic 
and the overall design of the streetscape along 
Douglas.

On-Street Parking

Successful downtown districts must provide sufficient 
parking that meets the expectations of prospective 
visitors and patrons in order to succeed.  Members 
of the public cited parking as one of their chief 
concerns in planning for the future of the Douglas 
corridor.  Developers who have presented concepts 
for new projects along Douglas and elsewhere in the 
Downtown area have worked to demonstrate that 
their projects would provide for sufficient parking to 
meet the expectations of the community. Therefore, 
the project team carefully considered the parking 
inventory along the Douglas corridor in creating 
recommendations for the plan.

Research has consistently indicated that while 
parking garages and larger off-street municipal lots 
typically provide the majority of parking for patrons 
in a given Downtown district, providing on-street 
parking enhances the viability of adjacent retail and 
entertainment properties.  A row of parking along the 
street provides patrons an additional option for parking 
beyond parking garages or similar larger off-street 
parking lots.  In addition, from a safety perspective, 
providing parking within the zone between the travel 
lanes of a street and adjacent streetscape, dining, 
or retail areas on the side of the street provides 

protection for pedestrians from on-street traffic and 
enhances the sense of safety along the street.

Because the recommended plan for Douglas retains 
two travel lanes in each direction and a row of parallel 
parking on each side, the overall layout of on-street 
parking along the corridor will not change going 
forward.  While the recommended plan will remove a 
few spaces in select locations to accommodate the 
addition of bus stops and additional curb extensions, 
the plan as laid out provides 150 spaces overall along 
Douglas from McLean to Washington, compared to the 
existing 165 spaces along this corridor.

North-South Streets

The Douglas plan recommends that the City move 
forward with plans to convert many of the north-south 
streets to two-ways and to narrow some of these 
streets to provide room for angled parking or additional 
parallel parking.  This strategy will enhance the 
pedestrian friendliness of the side streets Downtown, 
and it will add to the overall parking inventory.  The 
following table outlines the changes in parking 
inventory for north-south streets intersecting Douglas.  
This inventory accounts for spaces located within one-
half block north or south of Douglas. 

The City would begin to gain parking inventory with a 
conversion of the north-south streets, as outlined in 
the plan.

Paid versus Free Parking

The City of Wichita currently limits parking along 
most stretches of Douglas in the Downtown area to 
a limit of two hours, but does not charge for parking 
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along the corridor, in an effort to entice residents and 
visitors to patronize Douglas Avenue businesses.  
Research from other downtown districts, however, 
indicates that over time the City and the downtown 
community should move toward instituting paid parking 
along the Douglas corridor.  Downtown districts often 
charge for parking along main streets but may provide 
free parking on lots located away from the main 
commercial corridor.  This strategy allows patrons 
wishing to make quick stops at businesses along the 
corridor to pay a small amount to park directly in front 
of a store, for example, but provides incentive for 
patrons to park in other lots (either free or priced at a 
lower rate compared to on-street) located away from 
the main street in order to attend events or to carry 
out longer shopping trips.  The Country Club Plaza 
in Kansas City, for example, charges for on-street 
parking but provides free parking lots off-street for 
patrons as well.  Downtown Lawrence follows a similar 
parking strategy.  Charging a nominal fee for on-street 
parking in front of businesses also encourages parking 
turnover, so that more people can conveniently make 
quick stops in front of businesses for a few minutes.  
Parking strategies that provide free parking along main 
streets encourage employees in a downtown area, for 
example, to park on-street all day, taking prime parking 
spaces away from potential customers.

Participants in the public open houses and online 
also supported charging for parking along Douglas.  
When provided a choice between options for “free 
parking”, “short term parking” that would provide free 
parking limited to a certain time frame or time limit, 
and “the use of smart parking meters with proceeds 
going toward streetscape maintenance”, 65 percent 
of participants in the second public meeting and 56 
percent of respondents completing the online version 
of the same survey chose the paid parking option.

Participants in the public process also provided 
feedback that guides the plan’s recommendation for 
the technology the City should use to collect parking 
revenue.  Some streets within Downtown Wichita do 
have paid parking, and include traditional parking 
meters that merely accept coins.  The majority 
of respondents at public meetings agree with the 
recommendations of this plan - that City should install 
parking meters in the Downtown area going forward 
that use “smart technology”.  These types of meters 
allow visitors to pay for parking with coins, and also 
by swiping a credit card at the particular meter.  

Paid parking kiosk

“Smart” parking meter

Options that mandate that visitors pay for parking at 
“pay stations” located in a certain location on a given 
block and then place a receipt in the window of a 
vehicle are less convenient and attracted less support 
from participants in the Douglas planning process.
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Integration with Regional, State, and 
National Transportation Systems

The recommended improvements to Douglas Avenue 
should re-affirm the corridor’s status as the key east-
west transit-oriented street serving the central portion 
of Wichita.  The design of the corridor with two lanes 
in each direction should ensure that Douglas maintains 
or increases the level of vehicular traffic along this 
stretch of the corridor.  Douglas will continue to serve 
as an east-west arterial serving Downtown Wichita 
and therefore will continue to function as a primary 
city street.  However, given the layout of the Wichita 
transportation system, Douglas will continue to play a 
limited role in relation to regional, state, and national 
transportation systems.  Interstate 135 does not 
include any interchanges with Douglas, and Kellogg 
Avenue (US 54/400) will continue to serve as the 
main east-west freeway providing regional, state, and 
national connectivity.  While Douglas will continue to 
serve as the “postcard avenue” for Downtown Wichita, 
other streets (such as 1st and 2nd, Main, and Central) 
will continue to serve as the primary connections 
from Downtown to the larger regional transportation 
network, including I-135 and US 54.

Key Public Spaces

As the City moves forward with detailed design of 
particular infrastructure and streetscape improvements 
along Douglas, it should consider integrating planning 
for key community gathering places at particular 
locations along the corridor.  Participants in keypad 
polling and online polling at the conclusion of the 
project identified the Kennedy Plaza area around 
Century II and the general area around the BNSF 
rail viaduct and the adjacent Union Station and 
Naftzger Park area as key destination locations 
along the corridor that should develop as community 
gathering places in the future.  The City should 
consider integrating public art, performance space, 
and other streetscape features at these locations 
to create distinctive destinations along the Douglas 
corridor, serving the larger Downtown area. The  plan 
recommends that the City place particular emphasis 
on a few key destinations along the Douglas corridor 
to create primary community gathering places.

In addition, the project team recommends that the 
City conduct an evaluation of the various plazas along 
Douglas (including Naftzger Park, Garvey Center, 
Finlay Ross, etc.) to determine their performance 
versus generally accepted standards for public plaza 
design, such as New York City’s plaza standards.  
Potential improvements to these plazas should be 
considered along with improvements to the Douglas 
corridor to help  stimulate the continued revitalization 
of the Downtown area.
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Porous Pavement 

Sidewalk Recommendations

The project team recommends that, as redevelopment 
occurs over time, the sidewalk layout along Douglas 
change to provide additional space for outdoor 
dining and landscape treatments.  As outlined in the 
recommended sidewalk layout diagram, sidewalks 
along the corridor should include space next to 
buildings for outdoor dining, if desired, as well as 
sufficient space for pedestrian traffic to meet the 
requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA).  The sidewalk should include wider areas for 
tree plantings and vegetation, at least six feet in width, 
as well as space along the curb to accommodate 
the movement of car doors outward from vehicles 
parked in parallel parking spaces.  Subsequent 
sections provide additional information concerning the 
recommended planting areas.

As outlined in the sidewalk diagram, the expansion of 
the sidewalks along Douglas to 17-foot, 6-inches in 
width and the provision of additional seating and dining 
areas in the new streetscape areas created by the 
expanded sidewalk bulbouts, as well as improvements 
to pedestrian crossings and the conversion of many 
of the north-south streets to more pedestrian-oriented 
layouts, should help to create an overall more vibrant 
pedestrian environment in the Downtown area.

Over time, as redevelopment occurs, the city should 
also plan to install porous pavement in portions of the 
sidewalk footprints, in order to reduce the amount of 
stormwater runoff flowing into city sewers.  In order 

to prevent any flooding issues into adjacent buildings, 
the city should avoid installing porous surfaces within 
five feet of building edges, but should install porous 
surfaces in the areas of sidewalks located farther out 
from building footprints.  The City should move forward 
with a pilot project for porous pavement in another 
location before executing this strategy along Douglas, 
in order to gain lessons learned and best practices.

Central and eastern sections of Kansas contain 
significant deposits of limestone, and public buildings 
and infrastructure in Kansas have utilized limestone 
for decades.  In order to help reflect this heritage, 
the paving areas along Douglas (for sidewalks and 
crosswalks) may integrate the use of local limestone.  
Adding this material would provide for greater variety 
in the appearance of the streetscape from segment to 
segment and improve the overall aesthetic quality of 
the Douglas corridor.
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Potential Modifications

The City may wish to consider modifying the design of 
Douglas Avenue within the Old Town area to provide 
angled parking (and, therefore, the removal of the 
planted median) within the right of way in order to 
provide additional space for sidewalks and streetscape 
improvements.  The provision of angled parking would 
also increase the number of parking spaces within 
Old Town compared to the parallel parking option. 
However, converting the portion of Douglas Avenue 
within Old Town to angled parking would hinder the 
ability of the corridor to serve transit effectively.  The 
movement in and out of angled parking creates 
conflicts with buses passing along Douglas and could 
create issues. 

In addition, the City may wish to consider removing 
the median in front of Kennedy Plaza and the Century 
II complex in order to provide additional space for 
outdoor concerts and venues conducted at this 
location each year. This plan recommends that the 
City refrain from conducting any median installations 
or installing any street trees in front of Kennedy Plaza 
until the future design of Kennedy Plaza is known.  
Any median installations in front of Century II or street 
tree planting along Kennedy Plaza also need to be 
carefully coordinated with the current and future load-
in and load-out areas serving Century  II.

In order to provide additional space along Douglas for 
outdoor dining, pedestrian activity, and streetscape 
amenities, the City may choose to convert one side 

Century II with planted median

Century II without planted median
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Plan level view of a sample block along Douglas with 
parking removed from one side to provide additional retail 

and dining space

Plan level view of Douglas within 
Old Town with angled parking

of the street on a block by block basis from parallel 
parking to additional sidewalk space through curb 
extensions.  While the number of parking spaces along 
Douglas would be reduced, the additional sidewalk 
space could represent potential locations for public 
art, outdoor retail or dining, public gathering spaces, 

or other amenities.  The City should, however, retain 
at least three parking spaces on each side of a given 
block.  This strategy could prove particularly beneficial 
along stretches of Douglas that include concentrations 
of retail and/or restaurant space.
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ADA Compliance and Accommodation

The final Douglas plan provides for sufficient 
accommodation for pedestrians to meet the 
requirements of the ADA.  The recommended sidewalk 
layout includes at least four feet of sidewalk space to 
meet ADA requirements.  In addition, the crosswalk 
areas at intersections with Douglas should include 
ramps that orient directly to the east-west, or to the 
north-south, in order to guide visually handicapped 
persons traveling along the sidewalks to safely access 
destinations across the street and avoid traveling out 
in the middle of intersections.

Bicycle Recommendations

While the final plan for Douglas does not include any 
specific bicycle lanes along the street or any sharrows 
designed for bike traffic, the project team recommends 
that the City expeditiously move forward with plans 
to develop the 1st and 2nd Street corridors as the 
main east-west bike routes within the Downtown area.  
The Downtown plan specifically identified 1st and 
2nd Streets as the main east-west bicycle-oriented 
streets in the area and the City should move forward 
with improvements such as dedicated bike lanes and 
enhanced signage on these streets in order to provide 
for bicycle access to and from the Downtown area.
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Existing Crosswalk

In addition, while bicyclists will likely use 1st or 2nd 
Street as their primary route to traverse the larger 
Downtown and central Wichita area from east to 
west and vice versa, the final Douglas plan provides 
improved accommodation for bicyclists conducting 
business or visiting particular locations along the 
corridor.  The final plan includes the installation 
of modern bike racks within each block along the 
corridor, whereas the corridor currently does not 
feature any bicycle racks.

Fixture, Furniture, and Lighting 
Recommendation

The Downtown Streetscape Guidelines provided 
guidance concerning the recommended types of street 
furniture, fixtures, and related amenities for various 
locations within the Downtown area, including three 
general styles or families of streetscape amenities: 
Traditional, Contemporary, and Artistic.  As the names 
imply, the Traditional style draws from historical 
themed design in America dating to the Victorian era 
of the 1800s, the Contemporary style features sleek 
lines and a more “modern” look, and the Artistic style 
calls for streetscape amenities that draw from and 
inspire public art within particular streetscapes.
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The public provided feedback concerning the general 
style of streetscape furnishings to be installed along 
particular stretches of Douglas Avenue during the 
public meetings and in online versions of keypad 
polling surveys.  Drawing from this input, the final 
plan recommends that the City continue to install 
streetscape components in line with the Traditional 
style group for the Old Town area, along Douglas 
Avenue from Washington to Topeka.  For the stretch 
of Douglas from Topeka and the western edge of the 
Old Town district westward to the Arkansas River, the 
City should install Contemporary-themed streetscape 
amenities.  To the west of the Arkansas River, the 
City should transition from Contemporary streetscape 
amenities to the Traditional style already installed 
within the Delano District.

The diagrams and images below provide additional 
information concerning the recommended streetscape 
amenity program for Douglas Avenue, based upon 
the recommended Traditional and Contemporary style 
groups along the corridor.  These style groups include 
recommendations for particular types of benches, bike 
racks, newspaper vending areas, trash receptacles, 
and lighting.  The final plan for Douglas includes 
recommendations for the particular locations for these 
various streetscape amenity items along the corridor.
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Landscape Plan

Based upon information from the City forestry 
department, research from local universities, and 
experience drawn from other streetscape planting 
efforts in Kansas, the final plan for Douglas outlines 
specific recommendations for street trees and plant 
types along the corridor (see Appendix).  

The planted areas along the sides of Douglas should 
provide wider and longer areas for tree and landscape 
planting compared to traditional design for downtown 
streets in Wichita.  The planted area should include 
six feet of width and extend to up to 12 feet in length.  
The increased size of the planting area should provide 
sufficient space for trees to grow to their full potential 
and provide a larger area for plantings of grasses and 
plants in order to enhance the aesthetic appeal of the 
corridor.  

In order to reduce stormwater runoff and enhance 
stormwater water quality, the City should explore the 
potential to install rain gardens as part of the design 

of the planted landscaping zones along Douglas.  
Several cities in the United States have installed 
rain gardens along commercial corridors in order to 
manage stormwater issues and enhance the aesthetic 
appeal of particular streets.  The project team 
recommends that the City of Wichita conduct a pilot 
project for rain gardens on another arterial in the city 
in order to gain lessons learned and best practices 
for rain gardens in this part of Kansas before moving 
forward with the installation of rain gardens along the 
Douglas corridor.  While the final plan suggests that 
rain gardens would add value from an environmental 
and aesthetic standpoint to the Douglas corridor, the 
City should perfect the use of rain gardens on another 
corridor first.

Rain Gardens
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Public Art

Previous streetscape projects and community-led efforts 
have produced a significant inventory of public art pieces 
along and adjacent to the Douglas corridor.  The final plan 
for Douglas recommends that the City retain the existing 
public art pieces and continue to add to the collection over 
time.  Capital improvement projects for streetscape and 
related transportation improvements along Douglas should 
set aside at least one percent of overall budgets for public 
art.  As outlined during public meetings for the Douglas 
project, potential public art strategies may include sculptures 
and interpretive public art pieces.

Streetscape Integrated

Community History

Community Interactive

Sculpture
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Kiosk / Temporary Retail Opportunities

The provision of additional sidewalk and streetscape 
space, at curbout locations and near bus shelters, 
provides opportunities for temporary retail activity 
along the Douglas corridor.  In keypad and online 
polling, the public supported strategies to encourage 
temporary food outlets (such as hot dog stands), 
outdoor dining, and temporary sidewalk retail by 
existing businesses along the corridor.  These 
temporary retail uses should encourage higher 
levels of pedestrian activity along the corridor.  
Successful downtown retail streets in other cities 
have successfully integrated temporary retail along 
with permanent establishments in order to enhance 
overall levels of business and vitality.  The City should 
continue to refine its ordinances and policies to 
encourage additional temporary retail activity along 
Douglas and other downtown streets. 

Outdoor dining

Food stands

Kiosk retail

Streetscape design standards from New York City 
allow for 100 square feet of kiosk space for every 
5,000 square feet of public plaza or streetscape space.  
They also mandate that retail kiosks not impede 
the flow of pedestrian circulation into or through the 
streetscape area.  The average quantity of “plaza 
space” along a typical block of Douglas is around 
5,500 square feet.  Assuming a kiosk encompasses 
32 square feet (an 8’ X 4’ area), the plan assumes 
that two kiosks per block, on each side (for a total of 
four kiosks) should be allowed along the corridor, in 
accordance with the New York City standards.

160



   |  87

KEY RECOMMENDATIONS

February 2012

Kiosk retail

Existing pedestrian wayfinding near Intrust Bank Arena

Existing wayfinding around Intrust Bank Arena Existing wayfinding in the Old Town area

Signage and Wayfinding

The current planning effort does not include detailed 
design of streetscape and wayfinding elements for 
the Douglas Avenue plan.  However, the project team 
recommends that the City work to integrate several key 
signage and wayfinding components in subsequent 
rounds of design and engineering along the corridor.

• Pedestrian Signage:  Subsequent improvements 
to Douglas should include pedestrian oriented 
signage that directs visitors and residents to key 
destinations in the Downtown area, such as Intrust 
Bank Arena, Century II, and the Government 
Center.

• Interpretive or Historical Signage:  The Douglas 
Avenue corridor should include interpretive displays 
that provide information to residents and visitors 
concerning the history of the corridor, of Downtown, 
and of Wichita in order to better educate citizens 
concerning the rich heritage of the area.  Signage 
elements could, for example, address Wichita’s role 
in the civil rights movement, the Chisholm Trail, or 
the oil boom in Kansas.  Interpretive signage could 
also address the history of particular buildings or 
plazas along Douglas in order to educate citizens 
and spark increased interest in the corridor.
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Plazas and Existing Public Spaces Along 
Douglas

As the City moves toward detailed design and 
construction documents for improvements along 
Douglas, it should continue to plan for the interaction 
between streetscape improvements along the main 
street and the streetscape amenities and features of 
the various existing plazas and gathering places along 
the Douglas corridor, including Naftzger Park, Garvey 
Center and Kennedy Plaza.

The project team suggests that the City leverage the 
design standards for Plazas created by New York City 
in planning for improvements to the various plazas 
along the Douglas corridor.  In order to become vibrant 
places that attract visitors and facilitate increased 
vitality and activity, the plazas should contain sufficient 
tree canopy, seating, and other streetscape amenities 
necessary to support a strong public realm.  The final 
design of any renovations for the plazas should tie with 
the streetscape designs and themes articulated along 
Douglas Avenue.  The plazas, through their design, 

should “invite” the public to journey off of Douglas from 
time to time to spend time in these public spaces and 
adjacent businesses.

For example, the New York City plaza standards 
suggest the quantity of public seating that plazas 
should provide based upon their size.  Specifically, 
they call for the provision of a minimum of one linear 
feet of seating for each 30 square feet of public plaza 
area.  For plazas incorporating more than 10,000 
square feet of space, the standards suggest the 
provision of at least three types of seating, including 
movable seating.

While the plaza at the corner of Douglas and Water 
currently provides sufficient outdoor seating (assuming 
that stairs would be used as seating areas), the other 
plazas along Douglas do not currently provide any 
public seating.  Subsequent design efforts should in 
particular focus on providing additional public seating 
in these spaces in order to encourage greater street 
and pedestrian activity in the Downtown area.

162



   |  89

KEY RECOMMENDATIONS

February 2012

North-South Multi-Use Trail

The Downtown plan recommended that the 
City establish a multi-use trail, for bicyclists and 
pedestrians, along the side of the railroad viaduct 
that runs north-south through the middle of the area, 
crossing Douglas Avenue perpendicularly.  The 
diagram below outlines the potential location for 
this trail.  Given changes in grade between Douglas 
Avenue and the surrounding land uses and limited 
sight distance along Douglas in the vicinity of the rail 
viaduct, the plan recommends that traffic from the 
multi-use trail at Douglas travel to the west and cross 
the street at St Francis, in order to provide for a safe 
crossing location.

Proposed area for a multi-use trail along the rail viaduct

Multi-use trail proposed area along the rail viaduct
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Passage Under the BNSF Rail Viaduct

Feedback from the public and input from City staff 
revealed that the sidewalk area along Douglas located 
underneath the BNSF rail viaduct represents one of 
the least attractive segments of the Douglas corridor, 
and its current condition discourages pedestrian 
activity and therefore hinders the connectivity between 
the Old Town district to the east and the main portion 
of the Downtown area, to the west.

The Douglas plan does not provide detailed design 
for the rail viaduct passageway, but does provide the 
following general recommendations that the City staff 
should explore, along with railway authorities, going 
forward.  Improvements to the area around the bridge 
must respect the historic nature of the structure.Any 
solution for the bridge must respect the historic nature 
of the structure.

Existing sidewalk section beneath the BNSF corridor

A pedestrian passes in the dark beneath the 
BNSF rail viaduct.

Existing rail viaduct

The current sidewalk area is very dark (which is why 
lighting needs to be part of the solution), somewhat 
dirty (minimizing surfaces that can collect dirt and 
gradeau, and surfaces that can be easily washed or 
power washed is critical), and in some ways resembles 
a tunnel as opposed to a bridge undercrossing.  
Pigeons currently reside on many of the cross beams 
of the rail viaduct and occasionally drop excrement 
upon the sidewalk and passersby.  The considerable 
width of the rail viaduct structure creates a sizeable 
passageway along the Douglas corridor, and passing 
along the sidewalk corridor at this time is simply 
unappealing and is perceived as unsafe.
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Add lighting

Backlit panels or other lighting should be added to 
insure a bright, cheerful, and safe place.  This lighting 
could be part of the public art solution.

Add color

As illustrated in the pictures below, providing 
color, either in the design of walls or by installing 
colored lights, would make the rail viaduct crossing 
more appealing and safe for pedestrians.  This 
strategy would also add a sense of public art to the 
passageway.  The “mood wall” example from the 
Netherlands changes colors as pedestrians walk along 
the corridor.

Underpass example from Scotland

Light and color enhance a sense of place

The Rossave underpass in Dallas, Texas

A “mood wall” along a bridge undercrossing 
in Amsterdam, The Netherlands

The pedestrian tunnel between concourses B and C 
at Chicago’s O’Hare International Airport
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Eliminate Surfaces Where Birds Can Land

While the historical integrity of the bridge needs 
to be preserved, the use of “fill” panels which can 
eliminate surfaces where birds can land should also 
be considered.  The use of transparent or translucent 
panels could accomplish this while still allowing 
viewers to perceive the structure of the bridge.  

Provide durable, surfaces that can be easily cleaned.  
Cleanliness is also a key element of the solution. 
Surfaces should  be durable and capable of being 
easily cleaned by water blasting or other techniques.

Add Reflective Paint

The image below of fish along a wall adjacent to 
a sidewalk area represents the use of reflective 
paint in artful forms.  This strategy would lighten the 
appearance of the passageway and provide additional 
public art to the bridge undercrossing.

Add Distinct Public Art Elements

 As illustrated in the picture below, the City could 
explore the option of hanging public art pieces from 
the bridge structure or the walls to add to the aesthetic 
appeal of the bridge undercrossing and create a more 
inviting environment for pedestrians.

Enclose The Passageway

Perhaps most importantly, providing a wall surface 
around all sides of the passageway along Douglas 
would eliminate the locations where pigeons could 
locate (I-beams, ledges, and other flat surfaces).  
Installing new walls along the passageway could 
also present opportunities to create public art as 
illustrated in the following photograph from a bridge 
undercrossing in Scotland.  The colors displayed in 
this example pedestrian passageway change regularly.  
The bridge includes LED lighting and therefore uses 
less energy than conventional lighting treatments.

Birds roosting beneath the existing rail viaduct

An underpass in San Antonio, Texas

Public art elements beneath a viaduct
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Well-Integrated Urban Design

Urban Design Considerations

Providing enhanced streetscape improvements 
represents only part of the necessary ingredients 
to create a great street and a great downtown area.  
Surrounding land uses must support activity along the 
street and therefore must embrace the streetscape 
in terms of urban design and interaction between 
buildings and streetscape features.  Following World 
War II, numerous new office building developments 
in Wichita and other cities featured blank walls, very 
few doorways, and limited architectural features facing 
key streets such as Douglas.  This type of urban 
design resulted in uninviting environments that did not 
encourage pedestrian activity on the street.  

In order to support the creation of a truly “great 
street” along Douglas, the City should leverage all 
of its existing standards regarding building setback, 
façade, and other features to ensure that new or 
revitalized buildings along Douglas encourage greater 
levels of activity at street level.  Buildings should 
include sizeable windows, multiple doorways, and 
related strategies to engage the street.  For example, 
ongoing design and planning efforts along Douglas 
should reference the Downtown Master Plan, design 
guidelines for the Old Town district and the historic 
environs design guidelines.

Illustrative Rendering and Perspectives

The following images provide illustrative renderings of 
the final Douglas plan in plan level view (looking down 
from above) as well as three artistic renderings of 
how the corridor may appear following the completion 
of recommended transportation and streetscape 
improvements.  As discussed in the next section, 
completion of these improvements will likely occur 
in phases over time, as funding becomes available 
and as redevelopment along the corridor progresses. 
(Images following)
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A
B
C
D
E
F
G
H
I
J
K

q-line bus stop 
close existing curb cut
planted median (typical)
corner plantings (typical)
tree pit (typical) 
enhanced ADA access - ramps/parking (typical)
bulb out (typical)
seating/dining area 
brick paving
concrete with artistic scoring
food kiosk(s)

A

E

F

F G
G

JDrury Plaza Broadview Hotel

waco | transit balanced street

waco | transit balanced street

A -  q-line bus stop 
B - close existing curb cut
C -  planted median (typical)
D -  corner plantings (typical)
E -  tree pit (typical) 
F -  enhanced ADA access - ramps/parking (typical)

G -  bulb out (typical)
H -  seating/dining area 
 I -  brick paving
J -  concrete with artistic scoring
K -  food kiosk(s)
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A

C
C

E
FG

G

J

civic center | pedestrian street

A
DE F

G

H

J

garvey center

water | pedestrian street
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CC

D

E

F

GH

J

public parking garage

n. main | transit balanced street

A

A
CC

K

E
F

G

H

H

H

J

broadway plaza

n. market | bicycle balanced street
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A -  q-line bus stop 
B - close existing curb cut
C -  planted median (typical)
D -  corner plantings (typical)
E -  tree pit (typical) 
F -  enhanced ADA access - ramps/parking (typical)

G -  bulb out (typical)
H -  seating/dining area 
 I -  brick paving
J -  concrete with artistic scoring
K -  food kiosk(s)

CC

D
E

FG

H

J

kansas health foundation

bank of america

n. broadway| automobile balanced street

A

A

B

CC

D

K

F
G

H

IJ
commerce plaza

bank of america

n. topeka | bicycle balanced street
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n. emporia | pedestrian street

B

C

D

K

E

F
G

H

H

I

coffee gelato B Bplanet hair

eaton place

A -  q-line bus stop 
B - close existing curb cut
C -  planted median (typical)
D -  corner plantings (typical)
E -  tree pit (typical) 
F -  enhanced ADA access - ramps/parking (typical)

G -  bulb out (typical)
H -  seating/dining area 
 I -  brick paving
J -  concrete with artistic scoring
K -  food kiosk(s)

n. st. francis| pedestrian street

A

A
C

K

E

F

G

H
H

H

I

old mill tasty shop

H
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CC

EI

player piano

BNSF Rail Viaduct

A -  q-line bus stop 
B - close existing curb cut
C -  planted median (typical)
D -  corner plantings (typical)
E -  tree pit (typical) 
F -  enhanced ADA access - ramps/parking (typical)

G -  bulb out (typical)
H -  seating/dining area 
 I -  brick paving
J -  concrete with artistic scoring
K -  food kiosk(s)

A

A

C

K
E

F

G
G

H

H

I
K

n. mead | plaza street n. rock island | plaza street
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C

EF

G

H

H

I

n. mosley | plaza street

A -  q-line bus stop 
B - close existing curb cut
C -  planted median (typical)
D -  corner plantings (typical)
E -  tree pit (typical) 
F -  enhanced ADA access - ramps/parking (typical)

G -  bulb out (typical)
H -  seating/dining area 
 I -  brick paving
J -  concrete with artistic scoring
K -  food kiosk(s)
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Looking Westbound on Douglas 
Ave at St. Francis

Above - Design Condition
Below - Existing Condition
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Looking Eastbound on Douglas 
Ave at Rock Island
Above - Design Condition
Below - Existing Condition
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Looking Westbound on Douglas 
Ave at Water Street.

Above - Design Condition
Below - Existing Condition
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IMPLEMENTATION

Prioritization of Improvements

The project team has not identified a specific, 
year by year phasing strategy for improvements to 
Douglas Avenue.  Instead, this section outlines the 
general suggested prioritization of improvements 
for the corridor’s evolution, based upon the likely 
funding scenarios facing the City at the time of this 
planning effort.  The evolution of development and 
redevelopment in Downtown and the availability of 
city, state, or federal funding will dictate the actual 
progression and phasing of improvements along 
Douglas over the next 10 to 15 years.  The City 
should focus on the prioritized improvements with an 
eye to taking advantage of opportunities to leverage 
private collaboration and investment when they occur.  
Information gathered during the project suggests that 
the phasing of improvements along Douglas should 
progress as follows:

Bus Shelters and Transit-Related Improvements:  
Although funding at all levels of government will 
continue to remain fairly limited for the foreseeable 
future, funding for transit improvements through the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and related 
federal and state sources should remain somewhat 
reliable over the next few years.  Wichita Transit 
anticipates that, assuming the federal government 
maintain normal operations the next few years, 
that the City could obtain funding for transit related 
improvements (including bus shelters and related 
signage and wayfinding) for bus lines and the Q-Line 
along Douglas Avenue within the next two to five 
years.   Integrating transit improvements for Wichita 
Transit bus lines with improvements for the Q-Line 
would help to develop Douglas as the main transit-
focused street in the Downtown area.

Completion of the Planted Median:  Given the 
construction-related complications that would 
surround installing the median on a block by block 
basis over many years, the plan suggests that the 
City should move forward with completion of the 
median along Douglas either entirely at once or in two 
or three sizeable sections within the next two to five 
years.  Following this strategy would minimize overall 
construction delays and would help to change the 
character and appearance of the corridor markedly 

within a fairly short period of time.  The locations of  
the median to be completed in a given year should 
tie with the locations of private sector redevelopment 
along the corridor.  Coordinating  median 
improvements with improvements to streetscapes and 
adjacent properties would help to minimize the impacts 
of construction along the corridor.

Streetscape Improvements:  Finally, the City should 
work to complete recommended streetscape 
improvements, including site furnishings, planting 
areas along the sides of the street, any remaining 
curbouts, and crosswalk facilities, in block by block 
segments as redevelopment progresses along these 
particular segments of the Douglas corridor.  Tying 
the completion of these streetscape amenities to 
the evolution of private development makes sense 
because the City may be able to leverage private 
investment (in the form of Tax Increment Financing, 
assessment, or other tools) to help fund streetscape 
improvements along various segments of Douglas.

The execution of the potential median and streetscape 
improvements along Douglas should tie with the City’s 
development incentives policy for the Downtown area.   
This policy is designed to help identify and fund public 
investments concurrently with private sector projects 
that would help have a catalytic effect that would 
benefit the entire corridor.  Ideally, the redevelopment 
of a given segment of Douglas, coupled with 
associated median and streetscape improvements, 
would lead to further redevelopment up and down the 
corridor.

180



   |  107

IMPLEMENTATION

February 2012

Cost Estimate Summary

Based upon detailed measurements of the 
recommended plan for Douglas and assumptions 
drawn from experience in Wichita and elsewhere 
around the country, the project team estimates that the 
total cost of improvements outlined in this document 
total approximately XXX dollars.  The following 
outlines the costs for key components of the cost 
estimate.  The Appendix provides greater levels of 
detail concerning the cost components.

Integration with CIP

As the City of Wichita develops its Capital 
Improvements Program (CIP) on a yearly basis, City 
staff will continue to consult this plan document to 
identify improvement items for Douglas to include on 
the CIP.  The CIP provides a schedule of anticipated 
city projects and cost amounts, stretching out up to ten 
years into the future.  This plan will help the City staff 
identify its requests for funding for capital expenditures 
for the Douglas corridor on a year by year basis.

Potential Funding Sources

Potential funding sources for ongoing improvements 
along the Douglas corridor include funding produced 
from tax increment financing of new development in 
the Downtown area, or from funds distributed through 
the City’s CIP.  The timing of funding from the City for 
improvements along particular stretches of Douglas 
will likely tie with the introduction of private sector 
redevelopment projects along particular blocks of the 
corridor.  As a given block or set of blocks experience 
redevelopment, the City will work with developers to 
identify TIF funding and CIP monies to fund median 
and streetscape improvements in that particular 
stretch of Douglas.

Additional sources of funding may include monies 
produced from special assessments levied on certain 
portions of the Downtown area.  Cities in Kansas, 
under state statute, often create benefit districts for 
public improvements and collect an additional property 
tax assessment to fund public improvements that 
directly benefit the properties within the district. The 
City used this strategy of special assessments to 
generate funding for public improvements in the Old 
Town district and could replicate this strategy along the 
Douglas corridor.

The City could also work to include funding from state 
and federal sources, including the Transportation 
Enhancement Grant Program and Federal Transit 
Administration grants, to pay for streetscape and 
median improvements along the Douglas corridor.

In general, this plan recommends that that City and 
potential private sector partners along Douglas work 
to leverage potential federal funding and resources to 
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the extent possible to fund improvements along the 
corridor.  Beyond federal funding, each project along 
Douglas is likely to involve the combination of multiple 
sources of funding (state, local, private sector, etc.), 
and not just one or two direct sources of funding.

Maintenance Strategies

Further developing Douglas Avenue as a signature 
corridor for Wichita is a primary objective of this plan.  
On-going high quality maintenance of improvements 
made to the corridor is certainly a primary objective 
as well.  Cities across the country have taken several 
creative approaches to complement the services they 
provide to help ensure high quality maintenance is 
achieved.
The City should continue to engage organizations 
such as the Old Town Association, the Wichita 
Downtown Development Corporation, East Douglas 
Design District, the Delano Business District and 
Downtown property owners to further explore how 
this may be approached in Wichita.  Examples of 
such partnerships are the Oklahoma City Business 
Improvement District, the Dallas West End District, and 
the Milwaukee Third Ward.  In each the corresponding 
city works with the organizations to complement the 
services they provide as a city.
Through key-pad polling at the final presentation 
on October 27 additional options were explored; 44 
percent of the respondents favored using proceeds 
from paid parking to fund ongoing maintenance along 
Douglas, whereas 30 percent favored the use of 
sales tax collected  and 19 percent favored utilizing 
a portion of general property tax revenues to fund 
ongoing maintenance.  The City, along with the various 
organizations, may explore these or a combination of 
such alternate sources to help fund the maintenance 
costs going forward.
Other opportunities such as business adoption of 
adjacent streetscapes, organized multi-occurrence 
downtown clean sweeps and companies providing 
one-time contributions such as the donation of 
trees to commemorate benchmarks as a business’ 
anniversary, etc. are all ways to contribute toward an 
on-going high-quality maintenance program.

Integration With City Plans

The project team anticipates that the Wichita City 
Council and Wichita Planning Commission will 
accept and endorse this plan in early 2012, through 

an official City resolution.  The City staff will then 
use this document as a guide to carry out individual 
improvements along the Douglas corridor as spelled 
out in this plan over the next several years, as 
opportunities arise and funding becomes available.  
The City staff will also use this document as a guide in 
creating  lists of proposed projects for funding through 
the CIP on an annual or semi-annual basis.  While 
the Douglas plan will not become part of the City’s 
comprehensive plan, this document will directly guide 
City staff in the near future and provide a roadmap for 
ongoing improvements along the corridor.
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Estimate of annual 
maintenance costs
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APPENDIX

ARTICLE A

Benefits of Healthy Street Trees

Healthy street trees provide a variety of benefits for 
streetscapes and for local communities, including:

• Healthy trees reduce the quantity of stormwater 
flowing into local sewers and streams
• Improvement of local air, soil, and water quality
• Reduction of atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO2)
• Healthy street trees provide environments conducive 
to wildlife habitat, including birds
• .Healthy street trees enhance property values
• The presence of street trees tends to slow the speed 
of adjacent traffic
• Enhanced community attractiveness and increased 
investment
• Enhances overall pedestrian and human well being

When asked what is missing from the current design 
of Douglas, participants at the community meetings 

indicated that shady areas are the number one 
component missing from the streetscape.  Community 
members also indicated that providing increased 
shade and tree canopy along Douglas would generate 
the greatest positive impacts in terms of improving 
pedestrian safety and comfort along the corridor.

Recommended Tree Types

The primary recommended tree along Douglas 
Avenue, including both areas along the sides of the 
street and within the planted median, is Plantanus x 
acerifolia ‘Yarwood’ , better known as the ‘Yarwood’ 
London Plane Tree.  This tree has very attractive 
bark with patches of cream, olive and brown colors 
which that are attractive during the winter season.  
The typical fall colors for the Yarwood tree are yellow 
or bronze/gold.  The Yarwood tree has an oval or 
rounded shape and reaches 65 to 70 feet in height at 
full maturity.  The tree is often used in urban conditions 
and is moderately tolerant of salt, atmospheric 
pollution and root compaction.  The Yarwood prefers 
moist soils but can tolerate drier conditions as well.  

‘Yarwood’ London Plane Tree - Streetscape Condition

‘Yarwood’ London Plane Tree
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The Yarwood produces fruit and bark during the 
summer and larger leaves during the fall that will 
require clean-up.  

The National Tree Benefit Calculator, a tool developed 
by Davey Resource Group, indicates that a 12-inch 
caliper London Planetree will intercept 2,290 gallons 
of stormwater runoff in a year, conserve 62 Kilowatt 
hours of electricity and reduce atmospheric carbon by 
357 pounds.  

To accent the street corners along the Douglas 
corridor, the project team recommends the installation 
of the Ulmus carpinifolia x ‘Homestead’ tree to create 
a vase-like space that would better integrate with the 
bus stops and seating areas recommended at these 
locations.  This variety of elm tree produces a yellow 
fall color and boasts a high tolerance level to urban 
stress and street salts.  The National Tree Benefit 
Calculator indicates that a 12-inch caliper Elm will 
intercept 2,707 gallons of stormwater runoff in a year, 
conserve 53 Kilowatt hours of electricity and reduce 
atmospheric carbon by 378 pounds.  Other elms that 
would thrive along Douglas include the ‘Emerald 
Sunshine’, ‘Frontier’, and ‘Princeton’ varieties.

The following tree selections are also recommended 
for use in the downtown area:

• Chinese Pistache
•  Lacebark Elm ‘Emerald Prairie’, ‘Allee’, and 

Everclear (narrow variety)
• Zelkova ‘Green Vase’
• Male Gingko
• Swamp White Oak
• Shumard Oak

‘Homestead’ Elm Tree
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In the tree pits and planting areas the project team 
recommends a monochromatic planting scheme that 
allows for relatively low maintenance treatments.  The 
plantings in the median must be highly tolerant of salt 
and snow maintenance.  The Fragrant Sumac, Rhus 
aromatic ‘Gro-low’, often used as a ground cover, is 
low maintenance and tolerant of a variety of soil types 
and drought conditions.  It is a dense, low-growing 
deciduous shrub that grows to no greater than two feet 
in height and produces orange to reddish-purple fall 
colors.  

The tree pits along Douglas could combine large 
masses of native grasses that have lower maintenance 
and watering requirements.  Little Bluestem, 
Schizachyrium scoparium, is a low maintenance, 
ornamental grass that grows two to four feet in height.  
It is one of the dominant grasses that grow in the rich 
and fertile soils of the tallgrass prairies of Kansas, 
demonstrating purplish-bronze blooms from August 
to February.  The little bluestem could be used as 
an appropriate grass within rain garden areas along 
Douglas and adjacent streets.

The tree pits and planting areas could also include 
plantings of the sunspot, or “dwarf”, variety of the 
sunflower plant.  The sunflower is the state flower of 
Kansas and adding this planting to the streetscape 
could help reinforce the status of Douglas as the 
postcard avenue for the largest city in the state.

The Winter Scouring Rush or Horsetail plant, 
Equisetum hyemale, is extremely hardy and grows 
from two to four feet in height.  This species features 
rigid, rough, hollow, vertically-ridged, jointed-and-
segmented, bamboo-like, dark green stems (of up to 
one-half inch diameter at the base).  This plant would 
also be appropriate for use in a rain garden.

Pennsylvania Sedge, Carex pensylvanica, is an 
excellent ground cover plant for dry, shady areas. 
It grows to about one foot in height and provides a 
thick mat of plant growth area, thereby providing an 
excellent seasonal cover.  Pennsylvania Sedge flowers 
in reddish brown colors during the spring and summer.

Rhus Aromatic ‘Gro-low’

Little Bluestem

Pennsylvania Sedge

Equisetum Hyemale

188



   |  115

APPENDIX

February 2012

Douglas Avenue – TOD Study – Keypad Polling Results – Meeting 1 
Transit Oriented Development and Streetscape Plan 
 
 Keypad Polling: 70 Respondents 
 Online Survey: 255 Respondents  

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I would shop or conduct business on Douglas 
more often if: (Choose your top three) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Retail variety was improved 194 29% 
The aesthetic quality of Douglas was improved 114 17% 
More on-street parking was provided 99 15% 
It was easier and safer to walk to Douglas and along Douglas 77 12% 
Bicycle facilities were improved 65 10% 
Lighting was improved 42 6% 
Traffic speed was reduced 26 4% 
Q-line service was improved 22 3% 
Other 14 2% 
Noise was reduced 7 1% 
Total 229 

29% 

17% 
15% 

12% 

10% 

6% 
4% 

3% 2% 1% 

Retail variety was improved 

The aesthetic quality of Douglas was 
improved 
More on-street parking was provided 

It was easier and safer to walk to 
Douglas and along Douglas 
Bicycle facilities were improved 

Lighting was improved 

Traffic speed was reduced 

Q-line service was improved 

Other 

34% 

27% 

11% 

9% 

6% 

3% 
3% 

3% 

2% 
1% 

Retail variety was improved 

The aesthetic quality of Douglas was 
improved 
It was easier and safer to walk to 
Douglas and along Douglas 
More on-street parking was provided 

Q-line service was improved 

Bicycle facilities were improved 

Traffic speed was reduced 

Lighting was improved 

Other 

Response 
Count Percent 

Retail variety was improved 59 34% 
The aesthetic quality of Douglas was improved 48 27% 

It was easier and safer to walk to Douglas and along Douglas 20 11% 
More on-street parking was provided 16 9% 
Q-line service was improved 10 6% 
Bicycle facilities were improved 6 3% 
Traffic speed was reduced 6 3% 
Lighting was improved 5 3% 
Other 4 2% 
Noise was reduced 1 1% 
Totals 175 100% 

ARTICLE B | Community Design Charrette and Public Open House – July 28, 2011 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

Which of the following community 
considerations is most important to the design 
of Douglas Avenue? (Choose your top three) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Increase shade and reduce heat island effect 16 24% 
Improve connectivity to other parts of Downtown 13 19% 
Enhance sidewalk width and condition 11 16% 
Increase outdoor dining opportunities 11 16% 
Create locations for community activities 7 10% 
Improved Q line service 4 6% 
Provide more on-street parking 3 4% 
Provide bike lanes and improved bike facilities 2 3% 
Reduce traffic speed 1 1% 
Other 0 0% 
Totals 68 100% 

24% 

19% 

16% 

16% 

10% 

6% 

4% 

3% 
1% 

Increase shade and reduce heat island effect 

Improve connectivity to other parts of 
Downtown 
Enhance sidewalk width and condition 

Increase outdoor dining opportunities 

Create locations for community activities 

Improved Q line service 

Provide more on-street parking 

Provide bike lanes and improved bike 
facilities 
Reduce traffic speed 

Other 

Response 
Count Percent 

Increase shade and reduce heat island effect 123 18% 
Increase outdoor dining opportunities 116 17% 
Improve connectivity to other parts of Downtown 94 14% 
Provide bike lanes and improved bike facilities 88 13% 
Create locations for community activities 74 11% 
Provide more on-street parking 73 11% 
Enhance sidewalk width and condition 51 7% 
Reduce traffic speed 31 5% 
Improved Q line service 24 4% 
Other 8 1% 
Total 233 

18% 

17% 

14% 13% 

11% 

11% 

7% 
5% 

4% 1% 

Increase shade and reduce heat island effect 

Increase outdoor dining opportunities 

Improve connectivity to other parts of 
Downtown 
Provide bike lanes and improved bike 
facilities 
Create locations for community activities 

Provide more on-street parking 

Enhance sidewalk width and condition 

Reduce traffic speed 

Improved Q line service 

Other 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I would be in favor of the following types of 
land use along Douglas: (Check all that apply) 

Response 
Count Percent 

All of the above 29 43% 
Public Uses 13 19% 
Retail 9 13% 
Condominiums or apartments 6 9% 
Office 6 9% 
Other 3 4% 
Entertainment (bars, night clubs, etc.) 1 1% 
Restaurants 1 1% 
Totals 68 100% 

43% 

19% 

13% 

9% 

9% 
4% 

1% 1% 
All of the above 

Public Uses 

Retail 

Condominiums or apartments 

Office 

Other 

Entertainment (bars, night clubs, etc.) 

Restaurants 

Response Count Response 
Percent 

Restaurants 156 67% 
Retail 156 67% 
Public Uses 110 47% 
Condominiums or apartments 106 46% 
All of the above 102 44% 
Entertainment (bars, night clubs, etc.) 99 43% 
Office 66 28% 
Other 11 5% 
Total 233 

67% 

67% 

47% 
46% 

44% 

43% 

28% 

5% 
Restaurants 

Retail 

Public Uses 

Condominiums or apartments 

All of the above 

Entertainment (bars, night clubs, etc.) 

Office 

Other 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

What are the greatest constraints to a healthy 
retail experience on Douglas Avenue? (Choose 
top three) 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

Empty building sites along Douglas 16 24% 
Poor Mix of Retail Shops 16 24% 
Lack of a Quality Sidewalk Environment 11 17% 
Vacancies disrupt the shopping experience 8 12% 
Lack of ground-level retail 7 11% 
Lack of adequate parking 3 5% 
Blank building walls disrupt the shopping experience 2 3% 
Other 2 3% 
Surface parking lots along Douglas 1 2% 
Retail stores located above or below the level of the 
street 0 0% 
Totals 66 100% 

24% 

24% 

17% 

12% 

11% 

5% 

3% 
3% 2% 

Empty building sites along Douglas 

Poor Mix of Retail Shops 

Lack of a Quality Sidewalk Environment 

Vacancies disrupt the shopping experience 

Lack of ground-level retail 

Lack of adequate parking 

Blank building walls disrupt the shopping 
experience 
Other 

Surface parking lots along Douglas 

Retail stores located above or below the level 
of the street 

Response Count Percent 

Poor Mix of Retail Shops 135 20% 
Vacancies disrupt the shopping experience 131 19% 
Empty building sites along Douglas 123 18% 
Lack of adequate parking 96 14% 
Lack of a Quality Sidewalk Environment 58 9% 
Blank building walls disrupt the shopping experience 49 7% 
Lack of ground-level retail 34 5% 
Surface parking lots along Douglas 32 5% 
Retail stores located above or below the level of the 
street 14 2% 
Other 9 1% 
Total 232 

20% 

19% 

18% 

14% 

9% 

7% 

5% 
5% 

2% 1% 

Poor Mix of Retail Shops 

Vacancies disrupt the shopping experience 

Empty building sites along Douglas 

Lack of adequate parking 

Lack of a Quality Sidewalk Environment 

Blank building walls disrupt the shopping 
experience 
Lack of ground-level retail 

Surface parking lots along Douglas 

Retail stores located above or below the level 
of the street 
Other 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I would be in favor of converting the following 
cross streets to Douglas from one-ways to two-
ways: (Choose all that apply) 

Response 
Count Percent 

All of the above 34 55% 
None of the above 11 18% 
Main 6 10% 
Emporia 5 8% 
Water 3 5% 
Topeka 3 5% 
Market 0 0% 
Totals 62 100% 

Response 
Count Percent 

All of the above 80 35% 
None of the above 77 34% 
Main 50 22% 
Emporia 43 19% 
Market 33 14% 
Topeka 31 14% 
Water 27 12% 
Total  230 
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5% All of the above 

None of the above 

Main 

Emporia 

Water 

Topeka 

Market 

35% 
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12% All of the above 

None of the above 

Main 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I am in favor of the following street section 
option along Douglas: (Choose one) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Option 3: Planted Median 36 56% 
Option 4: Road Diet to Three Lanes 12 19% 
Option 6: Bi-Directional Cycle Track 5 8% 
Option 7: Split Cycle Track 5 8% 
Option 8: Angled Parking 4 6% 
Option 1: Existing Conditions with Transit Enhancements 1 2% 
Option 5: No Center Turn Lane & Bike Lanes With Traffic 1 2% 
Option 2: Six through Lanes 0 0% 
None of the Above 0 0% 
Totals 64 100% 

56% 
19% 

8% 

8% 

6% 

2% 
2% 

Option 3: Planted Median 

Option 4: Road Diet to Three Lanes 

Option 6: Bi-Directional Cycle Track 

Option 7: Split Cycle Track 

Option 8: Angled Parking 

Option 1: Existing Conditions with 
Transit Enhancements 
Option 5: No Center Turn Lane & Bike 
Lanes With Traffic 
Option 2: Six through Lanes 

None of the Above 

31% 

16% 
13% 

11% 

9% 

8% 

6% 

4% 3% 

Option 3: Planted Median 

Option 1: Existing Conditions with 
Transit Enhancements 
Option 4: Road Diet to Three Lanes 

Option 6: Bi-Directional Cycle Track 

Option 8: Angled Parking 

Option 5: No Center Turn Lane & Bike 
Lanes With Traffic 
Option 7: Split Cycle Track 

None of the Above 

Option 2: Six through Lanes 

Response 
Count  Percent 

Option 3: Planted Median 70 31% 
Option 1: Existing Conditions with Transit Enhancements 37 16% 
Option 4: Road Diet to Three Lanes 29 13% 
Option 6: Bi-Directional Cycle Track 24 11% 
Option 8: Angled Parking 21 9% 
Option 5: No Center Turn Lane & Bike Lanes With Traffic 18 8% 
Option 7: Split Cycle Track 14 6% 
None of the Above 8 4% 
Option 2: Six through Lanes 6 3% 
Total 227 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I would use public transit in the downtown 
area more frequently if the following were 
provided : (Choose your top two) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Better signage and wayfinding for schedules and routes 23 35% 
Longer hours of service 12 18% 
None of the Above 8 12% 
More frequent service 5 8% 
Improved safety for pedestrians and bus riders 4 6% 
Clearly defined bus stops 4 6% 
Other 4 6% 
Improved bus shelters 2 3% 
Bike racks on Q Line buses 2 3% 
Bus routes and stops more closely spaced 1 2% 
Totals 65 100% 

Response Count Percent 

More frequent service 77 22% 
Longer hours of service 73 21% 
Better signage and wayfinding for schedules and routes 60 17% 
None of the Above 56 16% 
Bus routes and stops more closely spaced 20 6% 
Bike racks on Q Line buses 19 5% 
Improved safety for pedestrians and bus riders 18 5% 
Other 16 5% 
Improved bus shelters 10 3% 
Clearly defined bus stops 0% 
Total 212 
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Longer hours of service 

Better signage and wayfinding for schedules 
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None of the Above 
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Bike racks on Q Line buses 

Improved safety for pedestrians and bus 
riders 
Other 

Improved bus shelters 

Clearly defined bus stops 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I would be in favor of aligning the Q route to 
follow Douglas Avenue more directly: Choose 
one) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Yes 38 61% 
I don’t know 14 23% 
No  10 16% 
Totals 62 100% 

Response 
Count 

Response 
Percent 

Yes 94 43% 
No 25 11% 
I don’t know 101 46% 
Total 220 

61% 
23% 

16% Yes 

I don’t know 

No  

46% 

43% 

11% 
I don’t know 

Yes 

No 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I believe the Q line must directly access the 
following destinations: (Choose your top three) 
 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

Old Town 21 32% 
Intrust Bank Arena 11 17% 
Delano 10 15% 
Commerce Street Arts District 5 8% 
Century II 4 6% 
Union Station 4 6% 
Lawrence-Dumont Stadium 3 5% 
Water Walk 3 5% 
Museums on the River 2 3% 
Other 2 3% 
Totals 65 100% 

Response Count Percent 

Old Town 154 24% 
The Delano District 138 22% 
Intrust Bank Arena 106 17% 
Museums on the River 80 13% 
Century II 49 8% 
Lawrence-Dumont Stadium 31 5% 
Water Walk 27 4% 
Commerce Street Arts District 25 4% 
Union Station 10 2% 
Other 9 1% 
Total 212 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I would prefer the following strategy in 
providing on-street parking along Douglas: 
(Choose one) 
 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

All parking along Douglas should be free 35 55% 
The use of “smart” parking meters that also accept credit 
cards 22 34% 
The use of conventional, mechanical meters (that take coins 
only) 4 6% 
The use of pay stations on each block, where users would 
pay for a ticket  3 5% 
Totals 64 100% 

Response 
Count Percent 

All parking along Douglas should be free 98 45% 
The use of “smart” parking meters that also accept credit 
cards 87 40% 

The use of pay stations on each block, where users would 
pay for a ticket that they would display on their front 
dashboard 

19 9% 

The use of conventional, mechanical meters (that take 
coins only) 16 7% 

Total 220 

55% 34% 

6% 
5% 

All parking along Douglas should be 
free 

The use of “smart” parking meters 
that also accept credit cards 

The use of conventional, mechanical 
meters (that take coins only) 

The use of pay stations on each 
block, where users would pay for a 
ticket 

45% 

40% 

9% 
7% 

All parking along Douglas should be 
free 

The use of “smart” parking meters that 
also accept credit cards 

The use of pay stations on each block, 
where users would pay for a ticket to 
display on their dashboard 

The use of conventional, mechanical 
meters (that take coins only) 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

My tie to Douglas Avenue is the following: 
(Choose all that apply)  

Response 
Count Percent 

Use Douglas for commuting (vehicular) 30 26% 
I don’t have a particular tie to Douglas, I am an interested 
citizen 20 17% 
I conduct business on Douglas 19 16% 
I shop on Douglas 15 13% 
Property owner 12 10% 
Use Douglas for commuting (bicycle) 11 9% 
Business owner 10 9% 
Totals 117 100% 

26% 

17% 

16% 

13% 

10% 

9% 

9% 

Use Douglas for commuting 
(vehicular) 
I don’t have a particular tie to 
Douglas, I am an interested citizen 
I conduct business on Douglas 

I shop on Douglas 

Property owner 

Use Douglas for commuting (bicycle) 

Business owner 

61% 

55% 

28% 

22% 

6% 6% Use Douglas for commuting (vehicular) 

I shop on Douglas 

I don’t have a particular tie to 
Douglas…I am an interested citizen 
Use Douglas for commuting (bicycle) 

Property owner 

Business owner 

Response 
Count Percent 

Use Douglas for commuting (vehicular)                155  61% 
I shop on Douglas                139  55% 

I don’t have a particular tie to Douglas…I am 
an interested citizen 

                 72  28% 

Use Douglas for commuting (bicycle)                  56  22% 
Property owner                  14  6% 

Business owner                  14  6% 

Total 255 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

Would you support using the additional 
revenue from paid parking along Douglas to 
fund: (Choose top three)  
 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

Street Trees 13 20% 
Public Plaza Improvements 11 17% 
I do not support paid parking along Douglas 10 15% 
Improved maintenance along Douglas 9 14% 
Improvements to streetscaping 8 12% 
Public art along Douglas 6 9% 
Improved bike shelters 5 8% 
The Q Route 3 5% 
Bus Shelters 1 2% 
I do not know 0 0% 
Totals 66 100% 

20% 

17% 

15% 14% 

12% 

9% 

8% 

5% 2% 

Street Trees 

Public Plaza Improvements 

I do not support paid parking along 
Douglas 
Improved maintenance along Douglas 

Improvements to streetscaping 

Public art along Douglas 

Improved bike shelters 

The Q Route 

Bus Shelters 

Response 
Count Percent 

Improvements to streetscaping 125 22% 
Improved maintenance along Douglas 82 14% 
Street Trees 78 14% 
Public Plaza Improvements 65 11% 

I do not support paid parking along Douglas 63 11% 
The Q Route 52 9% 
Public art along Douglas 43 8% 
Improved bike shelters 37 6% 
Bus Shelters 23 4% 
I do not know 5 1% 
Total  218 

22% 

14% 

14% 11% 

11% 

9% 

8% 

6% 4% 

1% 

Improvements to streetscaping 

Improved maintenance along Douglas 

Street Trees 

Public Plaza Improvements 

I do not support paid parking along 
Douglas 
The Q Route 

Public art along Douglas 

Improved bike shelters 

Bus Shelters 

I do not know 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I would favor the following strategies to better 
tie Douglas to the Arkansas River:  (Choose all 
that apply) 
 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

Expansion of Century II toward the river 21 33% 
Integration of public art around Century II with public art 
along the river  15 23% 
Landscaping / open space connections from Century II to the 
river 9 14% 
Enhanced signage and wayfinding 8 13% 
Other 5 8% 
The removal of the service drive located between Century II 
and the river 4 6% 
None of the above 2 3% 
Totals 64 100% 

Response 
Count 

Response 
Percent 

Landscaping / open space connections from Century II to the river 152 71% 

Integration of public art around Century II with public art along the 
river 

95 44% 

Enhanced signage and wayfinding 94 44% 

The removal of the service drive located between Century II and 
the river 

70 33% 

Expansion of Century II toward the river 63 29% 
None of the above 16 7% 
Other 11 5% 
Total 215 
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3% 
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Integration of public art around Century 
II with public art along the river  
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Enhanced signage and wayfinding 

Other 

The removal of the service drive located 
between Century II and the river 

None of the above 

71% 

44% 44% 

33% 

29% 

7% 5% 

Landscaping / open space connections 
from Century II to the river 

Integration of public art around 
Century II with public art along the 
river 
Enhanced signage and wayfinding 

The removal of the service drive 
located between Century II and the 
river 
Expansion of Century II toward the 
river 

None of the above 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

What kind of urban design controls would you 
be in favor of for Douglas Avenue? (Choose 
One) 
 
 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

All of the above 15 25% 
Requirements for windows at street level 12 20% 
Restrictions on surface parking lots 9 15% 
None of the above 8 13% 
Requirements of retail/active uses at the street level 7 12% 
Restrictions on the square feet of blank walls 4 7% 
Build-to Line (limited building setback) 2 3% 
Restrictions on driveways off of Douglas Avenue 2 3% 

Requirements for a minimum number of doors on on Douglas 1 2% 
Totals 60 100% 

Response 
Count 

Response 
Percent 

Requirements of retail/active uses at the street level 66 31% 
Restrictions on the square feet of blank walls 57 27% 
Restrictions on surface parking lots 49 23% 
Requirements for windows at street level 48 22% 
Restrictions on driveways off of Douglas Avenue 42 20% 
None of the above 41 19% 
All of the above 19 9% 
Build-to Line (limited building setback) 16 7% 
Requirements for a minimum number of doors on Douglas 13 6% 
Total  215 
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3% 
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All of the above 

Requirements for windows at street 
level 
Restrictions on surface parking lots 

None of the above 

Requirements of retail/active uses at the 
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doors on on Douglas 
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street level 
Restrictions on the square feet of blank 
walls 
Restrictions on surface parking lots 
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level 
Restrictions on driveways off of Douglas 
Avenue 
None of the above 

All of the above 

Build-to Line (limited building setback) 

Requirements for a minimum number of 
doors on Douglas 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I would be in favor of allowing for space for retail kiosks, 
restaurants, and other retail outlets within the public right of 
way along Douglas (under lease or license): (Choose One) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Yes 59 94% 
No  3 5% 
I don’t know 1 2% 
Totals 63 100% 

Response 
Count Percent 

Yes 208 94% 
No 7 3% 
I don’t know 6 3% 

94% 

5% 

2% 

Yes 

No  

I don’t know 
94% 

3% 3% 

Yes 

No 

I don’t know 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I am in favor of the following for the overall 
design of Douglas Avenue from McLean to 
Washington. (Choose One) 
 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

Multiple design themes and strategies, reflecting various 
districts along the corridor 35 56% 
One consistent design along the entire corridor 21 34% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more 6 10% 
Totals 62 100% 

56% 
34% 

10% 
Multiple design themes and strategies, 
reflecting various districts along the 
corridor 

One consistent design along the entire 
corridor 

I don’t know, I would like to learn 
more 

Response 
Count Percent 

Multiple design themes and strategies, reflecting 
various districts along the corridor 

112 51.4% 

One consistent design along the entire corridor 65 29.8% 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 41 18.8% 

Total 218 

51% 

30% 

19% 

Multiple design themes and strategies, 
reflecting various districts along the 
corridor 

One consistent design along the entire 
corridor 

I don’t know, I would like to learn 
more 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

I am in favor of the following general design 
direction for the Century II Plaza. (Choose One) 
 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

The Grove 22 36% 
The Lawn 15 25% 
Renovation of the existing plaza 14 23% 
Other 10 16% 
Totals 61 100% 

Response 
Count Percent 

The Lawn 104 48% 
Renovation of the existing plaza 51 24% 
The Grove 48 22% 
Other 12 6% 
Total 215 

36% 
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16% 
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48% 
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22% 

6% 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

My primary mode of travel along the Douglas 
corridor is: (Choose one) 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

Car 52 74% 
By Foot 12 17% 
Bike 4 6% 
Q Line 1 1% 
Scooter or Motorcycle 1 1% 
Bus line  0 0% 
Other 0 0% 
Totals 70 100% 

74% 

17% 

6% 

1% 1% 
Car 

By Foot 

Bike 

Q Line 

Scooter or Motorcycle 

Bus line  

Other 

Response 
Count Percent 

Car 212 84% 
Bike 26 10% 
By Foot 10 4% 
Scooter or Motorcycle 3 1% 
Bus line 1 0% 
Q Line 1 0% 
Other 0 0% 
Total 253 

84% 

10% 

4% 

1% 
Car 

Bike 

By Foot 

Scooter or Motorcycle 

Bus line 

Q Line 

Other 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

How would you rate the appearance of Douglas 
today? (Choose one) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Poor 30 45% 
Neutral 17 25% 
Good 9 13% 
Very Poor 6 9% 
Very Good 3 4% 
I don’t’ know, I’d like to learn more. 2 3% 
Totals 67 100% 
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9% 
4% 

3% 
Poor 

Neutral 

Good 

Very Poor 

Very Good 

I don’t’ know, I’d like to learn more. 

Response 
Count Percent 

Very Poor 5 2% 
Poor 38 15% 
Neutral 94 37% 
Good 100 40% 
Very Good 15 6% 
I don’t’ know, I’d like to learn more. 1 0% 
Total  253 
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0% 
Good 
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I don’t’ know, I’d like to learn more. 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

What is missing from the current design of 
Douglas? (Choose your top three) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Shade areas 48 30% 
Public art 22 14% 
Sufficient lighting 22 14% 
Benches 17 10% 
Improved Signage and Wayfinding 16 10% 
Bike racks 11 7% 
Other 11 7% 
Bus shelters 8 5% 
Dog Waste Stations  4 2% 
Newspaper stands 3 2% 
Totals 162 100% 
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7% 
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Newspaper stands 

Response 
Count Percent 

Shade areas 155 22% 
Sufficient lighting 106 15% 
Improved Signage and Wayfinding 102 14% 
Public art 87 12% 
Benches 78 11% 
Bike racks 64 9% 
Other 48 7% 
Bus shelters 30 4% 
Dog Waste Stations 29 4% 
Newspaper stands 7 1% 
Total 246 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

Which transportation issues concern you most 
along Douglas Avenue? (Choose your top three) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Safety concerns – vehicular or pedestrian 27 17% 
Difficulty crossing Douglas (too far to go in too short a 
time) 26 16% 
Lack of parking 21 13% 
Quality or frequency of Q Line service 17 10% 
Bicycle concerns – access and safety  17 10% 
Quality or frequency of other transit service 14 9% 
Too much traffic 12 7% 
Speeding 11 7% 
Hard to make left turns 9 6% 
Other 8 5% 
Totals 162 100% 
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Difficulty crossing Douglas (too far to go in 
too short a time) 
Lack of parking 

Quality or frequency of Q Line service 

Bicycle concerns – access and safety  

Quality or frequency of other transit service 

Too much traffic 

Speeding 
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19% 

17% 
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6% 
5% 

2% 

Lack of parking 

Safety concerns – vehicular or pedestrian 

Bicycle concerns – access and safety 

Hard to make left turns 

Difficulty crossing Douglas (too far to travel in 
too short a time) 
Speeding 

Quality or frequency of other transit service 

Too much traffic 

Quality or frequency of Q Line service 

Other 

Response 
Count Percent  

Lack of parking 132 19% 
Safety concerns – vehicular or pedestrian 121 17% 
Bicycle concerns – access and safety 109 16% 
Hard to make left turns 73 10% 
Difficulty crossing Douglas (too far to travel in too short a time) 68 10% 
Speeding 56 8% 
Quality or frequency of other transit service 46 7% 
Too much traffic 42 6% 
Quality or frequency of Q Line service 33 5% 
Other 17 2% 
Total  248 100% 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

Which safety issues concern you most along 
Douglas? (Choose your top three) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Drivers not yielding to pedestrians 39 23% 
Safety for pedestrians 36 21% 
Crossing Douglas 23 13% 
Safety pulling into / getting out of parking spots 22 13% 
Safety for bicyclists 15 9% 
Crime 11 6% 
Crosswalk timing  10 6% 
Safety making left turns 7 4% 
Other 5 3% 
Safety boarding public transit 3 2% 
Totals 171 100% 

Response Count Percent 

Drivers not yielding to pedestrians 128 18% 
Safety for bicyclists 116 17% 
Crosswalk timing 39 6% 
Crossing Douglas 55 8% 
Safety pulling into / getting out of parking spots 102 15% 
Safety making left turns 52 7% 
Safety boarding public transit 8 1% 
Safety for pedestrians 118 17% 
Crime 67 10% 
Other 9 1% 
Total 247 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

Which streetscape improvements do you think would 
have the most positive impacts on improving 
pedestrian safety and comfort along Douglas? (Choose 
your top three) 

Response 
Count Percent 

Increased shade and tree canopy 12 18% 
Wider sidewalks 10 15% 
Additional seating (benches, moveable seating, seat walls)  9 13% 
Improved or enhanced Q-line service 9 13% 
Enhanced street trees and / or rain gardens 7 10% 
Lighting improvements  6 9% 
Installation of a landscaped median 6 9% 
Increase time allowed to cross the street (crosswalk timing) 3 4% 
Improved bicycle facilities 3 4% 
Other 2 3% 
Totals 67 100% 

18% 

15% 

13% 
13% 

10% 

9% 

9% 

4% 
4% 

3% 

Increased shade and tree canopy 

Wider sidewalks 

Additional seating (benches, moveable 
seating, seat walls)  
Improved or enhanced Q-line service 

Enhanced street trees and / or rain gardens 

Lighting improvements  

Installation of a landscaped median 

Increase time allowed to cross the street 
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Installation of a landscaped median 

Additional seating (benches, moveable 
seating, seat walls) 
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Wider sidewalks 

Other 

Response 
Count Percent 

Increased shade and tree canopy 115 17% 
Enhanced street trees and / or rain gardens 114 17% 
Lighting improvements 99 15% 
Improved bicycle facilities 80 12% 
Increase time allowed to cross the street (crosswalk timing) 68 10% 
Installation of a landscaped median 67 10% 
Additional seating (benches, moveable seating, seat walls) 52 8% 
Improved or enhanced Q-line service 41 6% 
Wider sidewalks 29 4% 
Other 10 1% 
Total 233 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

Which style of street furniture from the Wichita 
Downtown Design guidelines do you prefer for 
Douglas Avenue? (Choose One) 
 
 

Response 
Count Percent 

Option 3: Artistic 90 39% 
Option 1: Traditional 89 38% 
Option 2: Contemporary 44 19% 
I don’t know 6 3% 
None of the above 5 2% 
Total 234 

Response 
Count Percent 

Option 1: Traditional  28 41% 
Option 3: Artistic 21 31% 
Option 2: Contemporary 13 19% 
None of the above 3 4% 
I don’t know 3 4% 
Totals 68 100% 
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Douglas Avenue – TOD Study – Keypad Polling Results – Meeting 2 
Transit Oriented Development and Streetscape Plan 
 
 Keypad Polling: 77 Respondents 
 Online Survey: 25 Respondents  

  Second Public Open House – August 31, 2011

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

1.)  I am in favor of the preferred plan as shown for 
Douglas Avenue (Median Plan). (Choose One) 

1.)  I am in favor of the preferred plan as shown for 
Douglas Avenue (Median Plan). (Choose One) Responses 

Yes 36 49.32% 
No 10 13.70% 
Yes, with modifications 20 27.40% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 7 9.59% 
Totals 73 100% 

I am in favor of the preferred plan as shown for Douglas Avenue (Median Plan). 
(Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 56.0% 14 
No 8.0% 2 
Yes, with modifications 20.0% 5 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 16.0% 4 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

49% 

14% 

27% 

10% 

Yes 

No 

Yes, with modifications 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 

56% 

8% 

20% 

16% 

Yes 

No 

Yes, with modifications 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 
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3.)  Assuming there is a different street layout than the preferred plan for different 
segments of Douglas Avenue, I would support a different layout in the following 
location (Choose One) 

Assuming there is a different street layout than the preferred plan for different 
segments of Douglas Avenue, I would support a different layout in the following 
location (Choose One): 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Old Town 20.0% 5 
Central Business District 24.0% 6 
Century II 8.0% 2 
I don’t support different street layouts for different 
segments 

20.0% 5 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 28.0% 7 
answered question 25 

skipped question 0 

Old Town 

Central Business District 

Century II 

I don’t support different street layouts for ... 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 

3.)  Assuming there is a different street layout than the preferred 
plan for different segments of Douglas Avenue, I would support a 
different layout in the following location (Choose One) Responses 

Old Town 16 21.33% 
Central Business District 18 24% 
Century II 14 18.67% 
I don’t support different street layouts for different segments 21 28% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more 6 8% 
Totals 75 100% 

20% 

24% 

8% 
20% 

28.0% 

Old Town 

Central Business District 

Century II 

I don’t support different street layouts for different segments 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

2.)  I would prefer a different street layout than 
the preferred plan that includes: (Choose One) 

2.)  I would prefer a different street layout than the 
preferred plan that includes: (Choose One)  Responses 

Angled parking 8 10.96% 
Wider sidewalks 16 21.92% 
Bicycle lanes 19 26.03% 
I support the preferred plan 26 35.62% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more 4 5.48% 
Totals 73 100% 

I would prefer a different street layout than the preferred plan that includes: (Choose 
One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Angled parking 20.0% 5 
Wider sidewalks 8.0% 2 
Bicycle lanes 24.0% 6 
I support the preferred plan 44.0% 11 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more 4.0% 1 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

11% 

22% 

26% 

36% 

5.48% 

Angled parking 

Wider sidewalks 

Bicycle lanes 

I support the preferred plan 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 

20% 

8% 

24% 

44% 

4.0% 

Angled parking 

Wider sidewalks 

Bicycle lanes 

I support the preferred plan 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 
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5.)  Do you agree with the Downtown Streetscape Guidelines 
recommendation for the Traditional streetscape style for 
Douglas Avenue in Old Town? (Choose One) 

5.)  Do you agree with the Downtown Streetscape 
Guidelines recommendation for the Traditional streetscape 
style for Douglas Avenue in Old Town? (Choose One) Responses 

Yes 58 78.38% 

No 12 16.22% 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 4 5.41% 

Totals 74 100% 

Do you agree with the Downtown Streetscape Guidelines recommendation for the 
Traditional streetscape style for Douglas Avenue in Old Town? (Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 62.5% 15 
No 20.8% 5 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 16.7% 4 

answered question 24 
skipped question 1 

78% 

16% 

6% 

Yes No I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 

62% 

21% 

17% 

Yes No I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

4.)  I prefer the following option for streetscape style, 
incorporating signage, street trees, furniture, and other 
components: (Choose one) 

4.)  I prefer the following option for streetscape style, 
incorporating signage, street trees, furniture, and other 
components: (Choose one)  Responses 

Traditional style 34 44.74% 
Contemporary style 12 15.79% 
Artistic style 29 38.16% 
I don’t know 1 1.32% 
Totals 76 100% 

I prefer the following option for streetscape style, incorporating signage, street trees, 
furniture, and other components: (Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Traditional style 36.0% 9 
Contemporary style 16.0% 4 
Artistic style 44.0% 11 
I don’t know 4.0% 1 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

45% 

16% 

38% 

1% 

Traditional style Contemporary style Artistic style I don’t know 

36% 

16% 

44% 

4% 

Traditional style Contemporary style Artistic style I don’t know 
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7.)  Do you agree with the Downtown Streetscape Guidelines 
recommendation for the Contemporary streetscape style for 
the Douglas Avenue corridor west of Old Town? 

7.)  Do you agree with the Downtown Streetscape 
Guidelines recommendation for the Contemporary 
streetscape style for the Douglas Avenue corridor west of 
Old Town? Responses 

Yes 35 49.30% 
No 32 45.07% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 4 5.63% 
Totals 71 100% 

Do you agree with the Downtown Streetscape Guidelines recommendation for the 
Contemporary streetscape style for the Douglas Avenue corridor west of Old Town? 
(Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 48.0% 12 
No 40.0% 10 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 12.0% 3 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

49% 

45% 

6% 

Yes No I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 

48% 

40% 

12% 

Yes No I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

6.)  If you do not support the Traditional streetscape style for 
Old Town, which streetscape style do you prefer? (Choose One)   

6.)  If you do not support the Traditional streetscape 
style for Old Town, which streetscape style do you 
prefer? (Choose One)  Responses 

Contemporary style 3 4.23% 
Artistic style 16 22.54% 
I support the Traditional style 51 71.83% 
I don’t know 1 1.41% 
Totals 71 100% 

If you do not support the Traditional streetscape style for Old Town, which streetscape 
style do you prefer? (Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Contemporary style 8.3% 2 
Artistic style 29.2% 7 
I support the Traditional style 62.5% 15 
I don’t know 0.0% 0 

answered question 24 
skipped question 1 

4% 

23% 

72% 

1% 

Contemporary style Artistic style 

I support the Traditional style I don’t know 

8% 

29% 

63% 

0% 

Contemporary style Artistic style 

I support the Traditional style I don’t know 
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9.)  Assuming that streetscape style changes west of the Old 
Town District, I would favor the style changes at which cross-
street with Douglas?  

9.)  Assuming that streetscape style changes west of the Old 
Town District, I would favor the style changes at which cross-
street with Douglas?  Responses 

Broadway 9 12% 
Topeka 23 30.67% 
Emporia 18 24% 
I don‘t support changing streetscape styles along the corridor 21 28% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 4 5.33% 
Totals 75 100% 

Assuming that streetscape style changes west of the Old Town District, I would favor 
the style changes at which cross-street with Douglas? (Choose one)     

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Broadway 32.0% 8 
Topeka 28.0% 7 
Emporia 16.0% 4 
I don‘t support changing streetscape styles along the 
corridor 

20.0% 5 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 4.0% 1 
answered question 25 

skipped question 0 

12% 

31% 

24% 

28% 

5.33% 

Broadway 

Topeka 

Emporia 

I don‘t support changing streetscape styles a... 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 

32% 

28% 

16% 

20% 

4.0% 

Broadway 

Topeka 

Emporia 

I don‘t support changing streetscape styles along the corridor 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

8.)  If you do not support the Contemporary streetscape style 
for the Douglas Avenue corridor west of Old Town, which 
streetscape style do you prefer?  

8.)  If you do not support the Contemporary streetscape 
style for the Douglas Avenue corridor west of Old Town, 
which streetscape style do you prefer?     Responses 

Traditional style 26 36.11% 
Artistic style 19 26.39% 
I support the Contemporary style 26 36.11% 
I don’t know 1 1.39% 
Totals 72 100% 

If you do not support the Contemporary streetscape style for the Douglas Avenue 
corridor west of Old Town, which streetscape style do you prefer? (Choose one)     

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Traditional style 34.8% 8 
Artistic style 30.4% 7 
I support the Contemporary style 30.4% 7 
I don’t know 4.3% 1 

answered question 23 
skipped question 2 

36% 

26% 

36% 

2% 

Traditional style Artistic style 

I support the Contemporary style I don’t know 

35% 

31% 

30% 

4% 

Traditional style Artistic style 

I support the Contemporary style I don’t know 
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10.)  Assuming that the median plan for Douglas moves forward, would you 
be willing to prohibit left turn access into existing as well as new driveways 
for parking lots and alleys (making these right in, right out only)?  

10.)  Assuming that the median plan for Douglas moves 
forward, would you be willing to prohibit left turn access into 
existing as well as new driveways for parking lots and alleys 
(making these right in, right out only)?  Responses 

Yes 60 78.95% 

No 15 19.74% 

I don’t know 1 1.32% 

Totals 76 100% 

Assuming that the median plan for Douglas moves forward, would you be willing to 
prohibit left turn access into existing as well as new driveways for parking lots and 
alleys (making these right in, right out only)? (Choose one)  

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 60.0% 15 
No 36.0% 9 
I don’t know 4.0% 1 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

79% 

20% 

1% 

Yes No I don’t know 

60% 

36% 

4% 

Yes No I don’t know 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

11.)  Assuming that the median plan for Douglas moves forward, would you 
be willing to prohibit the development of new surface parking lots and 
parking garages directly fronting Douglas? (Choose one) 

11.)  Assuming that the median plan for Douglas moves 
forward, would you be willing to prohibit the 
development of new surface parking lots and parking 
garages directly fronting Douglas? (Choose one)      Responses 

Yes 61 81.33% 

No 12 16% 

I don’t know 2 2.67% 

Totals 75 100% 

Assuming that the median plan for Douglas moves forward, would you be willing to 
prohibit the development of new surface parking lots and parking garages directly 
fronting Douglas? (Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 72.0% 18 
No 12.0% 3 
I don’t know 16.0% 4 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

81% 

16% 

3% 

Yes No I don’t know 

72% 

12% 

16% 

Yes No I don’t know 
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12.)  I would prefer that Phase 1 of improvements along 
Douglas involve the following streetscape components: (Rank 
your top 3) 

12.)  I would prefer that Phase 1 of improvements along Douglas 
involve the following streetscape components: (Rank your top 3) 
(priority ranking) Responses 

Planted Median 58 26.48% 
Benches and street furniture 28 12.79% 
Bus shelters 14 6.39% 
Signage and wayfinding 21 9.59% 
Street trees 37 16.89% 
Public art 12 5.48% 
Rain gardens and other plantings 25 11.42% 
Lighting 24 10.96% 
Other 0 0% 
Totals 219 100% 

I would prefer that Phase 1 of improvements along Douglas involve the following streetscape components: (Rank your top 3) 

Answer Options Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 Rating Average Response Count 

Planted Median 7 4 1 1.00 12 

Benches and street furniture 0 3 3 1.00 6 

Bus shelters 5 2 1 1.00 8 

Signage and wayfinding 1 3 4 1.00 8 

Street trees 2 6 3 1.00 11 

Public art 0 2 1 1.00 3 

Rain gardens and other plantings 3 2 3 1.00 8 

Lighting 5 2 7 1.00 14 

Other 2 0 0 1.00 2 

Other (please specify) 3 

answered question 25 

skipped question 0 

58 

28 

14 21 

37 

12 

25 

24 0 

Planted Median Benches and street furniture 

Bus shelters Signage and wayfinding 

Street trees Public art 

Rain gardens and other plantings Lighting 

Other 

12 

6 

8 

8 11 

3 

8 

14 
2 

Planted Median Benches and street furniture 

Bus shelters Signage and wayfinding 

Street trees Public art 

Rain gardens and other plantings Lighting 

Other 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

13.)  I prefer the following types of public art for the Douglas 
corridor: (Choose your top 2)  

13.)  I prefer the following types of public art for the Douglas 
corridor: (Choose your top 2)    (multiple choice) Responses 

Sculpture 29 21.32% 
Rotating / temporary 16 11.76% 
Integrated (part of the streetscape) 40 29.41% 
Performance Space 10 7.35% 
Interpretive Art 14 10.29% 
Community History Oriented 27 19.85% 
I do not prefer any of these options 0 0% 
Totals 136 100% 

I prefer the following types of public art for the Douglas corridor: (Choose your top 2) 

Answer Options Response Percent Response 
Count 

Sculpture 52.0% 13 
Rotating / temporary 12.0% 3 
Integrated (part of the streetscape) 44.0% 11 
Performance Space 8.0% 2 
Interpretive Art 8.0% 2 
Community History Oriented 52.0% 13 
I do not prefer any of these options 8.0% 2 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

29 

16 

40 
10 

14 

27 0 

Sculpture 

Rotating / temporary 

Integrated (part of the streetscape) 

Performance Space 

Interpretive Art 

Community History Oriented 

13 

3 

11 2 
2 

13 

2 

Sculpture 

Rotating / temporary 

Integrated (part of the streetscape) 

Performance Space 

Interpretive Art 

Community History Oriented 
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14.)  Would you favor the use of interpretive signage along 
Douglas Avenue, as recommended in the Downtown plan? 
(Choose One) 

14.)  Would you favor the use of interpretive signage along 
Douglas Avenue, as recommended in the Downtown plan? 
(Choose One)    Responses 

Yes 67 90.54% 

No 4 5.41% 

I don’t know 3 4.05% 

Totals 74 100% 

Would you favor the use of interpretive signage along Douglas Avenue, as 
recommended in the Downtown plan? (Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 76.0% 19 
No 16.0% 4 
I don’t know 8.0% 2 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

91% 

5% 4% 

Yes No I don’t know 

76% 

16% 

8% 

Yes No I don’t know 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

15.)  How important is it to include signage and wayfinding in 
the design of bus shelters along Douglas? (Choose One)  

15.)  How important is it to include signage and 
wayfinding in the design of bus shelters along Douglas? 
(Choose One)    Responses 

Very important 48 65.75% 
Important 16 21.92% 
Neutral 6 8.22% 
Not Important 3 4.11% 
I don’t know 0 0% 
Totals 73 100% 

How important is it to include signage and wayfinding in the design of bus shelters 
along Douglas? (Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Very important 44.0% 11 
Important 32.0% 8 
Neutral 12.0% 3 
Not Important 12.0% 3 
I don’t know 0.0% 0 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

66% 

22% 

8% 
4% 0% 

Very important Important Neutral Not Important I don’t know 

44% 

32% 

12% 

12% 0.0% 

Very important Important Neutral Not Important I don’t know 
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16.)  I am interested in having green stormwater elements 
installed along the Douglas corridor. (Choose One)   

16.)  I am interested in having green stormwater 
elements installed along the Douglas corridor. (Choose 
One)   Responses 

Yes 59 80.82% 
No 9 12.33% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 5 6.85% 
Totals 73 100% 

I am interested in having green stormwater elements installed along the Douglas 
corridor. (Choose One)    

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 88.0% 22 
No 12.0% 3 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 0.0% 0 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

81% 

12% 

7% 

Yes No I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 

88% 

12% 0% 

Yes No I don’t know, I would like to learn more. 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

17.)  I would be in favor of using porous pavement in the 
following locations along the Douglas corridor. (Choose One) 

17.)  I would be in favor of using porous pavement in the 
following locations along the Douglas corridor. (Choose 
One)     Responses 

In parking bays 27 36.99% 
In sidewalk areas 26 35.62% 
In lanes of traffic 8 10.96% 
None of the above 7 9.59% 
I don’t know 5 6.85% 
Totals 73 100% 

I would be in favor of using porous pavement in the following locations along the 
Douglas corridor. (Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

In parking bays 28.0% 7 
In sidewalk areas 36.0% 9 
In lanes of traffic 4.0% 1 
None of the above 24.0% 6 
I don’t know 8.0% 2 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

37% 

36% 

11% 

9% 

6.85% 

In parking bays In sidewalk areas In lanes of traffic 

None of the above I don’t know 

28% 

36% 

4% 

24% 

8.0% 

In parking bays In sidewalk areas In lanes of traffic 

None of the above I don’t know 
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19.)  I would favor the following alignment for 
the Q line route: (Choose One) 

19.)  I would favor the following alignment for the Q line 
route: (Choose One)  Responses 

A linear route along Douglas, connecting Delano to Old Town 34 44.74% 
A circuitous route serving Delano, Intrust Bank Arena, 
Museums on the River 36 47.37% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more 6 7.89% 
Totals 76 100% 

I would favor the following alignment for the Q line route: (Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

A linear route along Douglas, connecting Delano to 
Old Town 

33.3% 8 

A circuitous route serving Delano, Intrust Bank Arena, 
Museums on the River 

37.5% 9 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 29.2% 7 
answered question 24 

skipped question 1 

45% 

47% 

8% 

A linear route along Douglas, connecting Dela... 

A circuitous route serving Delano, Intrust Ba... 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 

33% 

38% 

29% 

A linear route along Douglas, connecting Delano to Old Town 

A circuitous route serving Delano, Intrust Bank Arena, Museums on the 
River 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

18.)  I would be in favor of the following strategies for allowing 
street retail and dining along the Douglas corridor: (Choose 
your top 2) 

18.)  I would be in favor of the following strategies for 
allowing street retail and dining along the Douglas 
corridor: (Choose your top 2)    (multiple choice) Responses 

Allow existing stores and restaurants to use the sidewalk 71 50.71% 
Allow parked modular units along the sidewalk 12 8.57% 
Food trucks parked along the street 10 7.14% 
Food stands and smaller retail kiosks 41 29.29% 
Allow sidewalk vending on tables by businesses not located 
downtown 3 2.14% 
None of the above 2 1.43% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more 1 0.71% 
Totals 140 100% 

I would be in favor of the following strategies for allowing street retail and dining along 
the Douglas corridor: (Choose your top 2) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Allow existing stores and restaurants to use the 
sidewalk 

80.0% 20 

Allow parked modular units along the sidewalk 24.0% 6 
Food trucks parked along the street 20.0% 5 
Food stands and smaller retail kiosks 44.0% 11 
Allow sidewalk vending on tables by businesses not 
located downtown 

16.0% 4 

None of the above 12.0% 3 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more 0.0% 0 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

71 

12 
10 

41 

3 2 1 

Allow existing stores and restaurants to use ... 

Allow parked modular units along the sidewalk 

Food trucks parked along the street 

Food stands and smaller retail kiosks 

Allow sidewalk vending on tables by businesse... 

None of the above 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 

20 

6 5 

11 

4 3 0 

Allow existing stores and restaurants to use the sidewalk 

Allow parked modular units along the sidewalk 

Food trucks parked along the street 

Food stands and smaller retail kiosks 

Allow sidewalk vending on tables by businesses not located downtown 

None of the above 
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21.)  During which periods of time would you prioritize 
providing the Q line circulator service? (Choose One) 

21.)  During which periods of time would you prioritize 
providing the Q line circulator service? (Choose One)    
(multiple choice) Responses 

Lunchtime 7 9.86% 
Evening hours, to serve entertainment and events 47 66.20% 
Throughout the business day 14 19.72% 
Morning rush hours 0 0% 
Evening rush hours 1 1.41% 
None of the above 2 2.82% 
Totals 71 100% 

During which periods of time would you prioritize providing the Q line circulator 
service? (Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Lunchtime 29.2% 7 
Evening hours, to serve entertainment and events 41.7% 10 
Throughout the business day 12.5% 3 
Morning rush hours 8.3% 2 
Evening rush hours 0.0% 0 
None of the above 8.3% 2 

answered question 24 
skipped question 1 

10% 

66% 

20% 

0% 1.41% 2.82% 
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Evening hours, to serve entertainment and eve... 

Throughout the business day 

Morning rush hours 

Evening rush hours 

None of the above 

29% 
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13% 

8% 0.0% 8.3% 

Lunchtime 

Evening hours, to serve entertainment and events 

Throughout the business day 

Morning rush hours 

Evening rush hours 

None of the above 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

20.)  I would prefer that the Q line downtown circulator pass 
along Douglas at the following frequency, on average: (Choose 
One) 

20.)  I would prefer that the Q line downtown circulator 
pass along Douglas at the following frequency, on average: 
(Choose One)    Responses 

Every 5 minutes 6 8.22% 
Every 10 minutes 55 75.34% 
Every 20 minutes 9 12.33% 
Every 30 minutes 1 1.37% 
None of the above 1 1.37% 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more 1 1.37% 
Totals 73 100% 

I would prefer that the Q line downtown circulator pass along Douglas at the following 
frequency, on average: (Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Every 5 minutes 4.2% 1 
Every 10 minutes 29.2% 7 
Every 20 minutes 29.2% 7 
Every 30 minutes 16.7% 4 
None of the above 4.2% 1 
I don’t know, I would like to learn more 16.7% 4 

answered question 24 
skipped question 1 

8% 

75% 

12% 
2% 1.37% 1.37% 

Every 5 minutes 

Every 10 minutes 

Every 20 minutes 

Every 30 minutes 

None of the above 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 

4% 

29% 

29% 

17% 

4.2% 

16.7% 

Every 5 minutes 

Every 10 minutes 

Every 20 minutes 

Every 30 minutes 

None of the above 

I don’t know, I would like to learn more 
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23.)  I would be in favor of the following strategy for parking 
along Douglas Avenue: (Choose One) 

23.)  I would be in favor of the following strategy for 
parking along Douglas Avenue: (Choose One)     Responses 

Free parking 8 11.27% 
Short Term Parking 17 23.94% 
The use of smart parking meters, with proceeds used to 
fund Douglas improvements 46 64.79% 
Totals 71 100% 

I would be in favor of the following strategy for parking along Douglas Avenue: 
(Choose One 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Free parking 36.0% 9 
Short Term Parking 8.0% 2 
The use of smart parking meters, with proceeds used 
to fund Douglas improvements 

56.0% 14 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

11% 

24% 

65% 

Free parking 

Short Term Parking 

The use of smart parking meters, with proceed... 

36% 

8% 

56% 

Free parking 

Short Term Parking 

The use of smart parking meters, with proceeds used to fund Douglas 
improvements 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

22.)  I would favor the following urban design strategies or 
controls for Douglas Avenue: (Choose One) 

22.)  I would favor the following urban design strategies or 
controls for Douglas Avenue: (Choose One)     Responses 

Restrictions on the square feet of blank walls 1 1.41% 
Requirements to include windows at street level 4 5.63% 
Restrictions on new surface parking lots adjacent to Douglas 
Ave 6 8.45% 

Requirements to include retail and active uses at street level 11 15.49% 
I am not in favor of additional land use restrictions 11 15.49% 
All of the above 38 53.52% 
Totals 71 100% 

I would favor the following urban design strategies or controls for Douglas Avenue: 
(Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Restrictions on the square feet of blank walls 4.0% 1 
Requirements to include windows at street level 16.0% 4 
Restrictions on new surface parking lots adjacent to 
Douglas Ave 

20.0% 5 

Requirements to include retail and active uses at 
street level 

24.0% 6 

I am not in favor of additional land use restrictions 16.0% 4 
The above strategies (1-4) 20.0% 5 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

1% 6% 
8% 

16% 

15.49% 

53.52% 

Restrictions on the square feet of blank wall... 

Requirements to include windows at street lev... 

Restrictions on new surface parking lots adja... 

Requirements to include retail and active use... 

I am not in favor of additional land use rest... 

All of the above 

4% 
16% 

20% 

24% 

16.0% 

20.0% 

Restrictions on the square feet of blank walls 

Requirements to include windows at street level 

Restrictions on new surface parking lots adjacent to Douglas Ave 

Requirements to include retail and active uses at street level 

I am not in favor of additional land use restrictions 

The above strategies (1-4) 
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25.)  I would be in favor of installing a multi-use path (for bicyclists and 
pedestrians) along the rail viaduct that runs north-south, perpendicular to 
Douglas, in the downtown area. (Choose One) 

25.)  I would be in favor of installing a multi-use path (for 
bicyclists and pedestrians) along the rail viaduct that runs 
north-south, perpendicular to Douglas, in the downtown 
area. (Choose One)     Responses 

Yes 57 81.43% 
No 9 12.86% 
I don't know, I would like to learn more 4 5.71% 
Totals 70 100% 

I would be in favor of installing a multi-use path (for bicyclists and pedestrians) along 
the rail viaduct that runs north-south, perpendicular to Douglas, in the downtown area. 
(Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 76.0% 19 
No 16.0% 4 
I don't know, I would like to learn more 8.0% 2 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

81% 

13% 

6% 

Yes No I don't know, I would like to learn more 

76% 

16% 

8% 

Yes No I don't know, I would like to learn more 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

24.)  I find the following elements of the existing design of Douglas to be 
favorable, and worthy of keeping in the new design of the street: (Choose 
all that apply) 

24.)  I find the following elements of the existing design of Douglas to be 
favorable, and worthy of keeping in the new design of the street: (Choose all 
that apply)     (multiple choice) Responses 

Public art on Douglas 48 27.43% 

Lighting on Douglas 29 16.57% 

Street Trees 40 22.86% 

Sidewalk design 24 13.71% 

Street Furniture 21 12% 

Other 5 2.86% 

None of the Above 8 4.57% 

Totals 175 100% 

I find the following elements of the existing design of Douglas to be favorable, and 
worthy of keeping in the new design of the street: (Choose all that apply)  

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Public art on Douglas 48.0% 12 
Lighting on Douglas 56.0% 14 
Street Trees 64.0% 16 
Sidewalk design 32.0% 8 
Street Furniture 44.0% 11 
None of the Above 12.0% 3 
Other 12.0% 3 
Other (please specify) 3 

answered question 25 
skipped question 0 

48 

29 

40 

24 

21 

5 8 

Public art on Douglas Lighting on Douglas Street Trees 

Sidewalk design Street Furniture Other 

None of the Above 

12 

14 

16 

8 

11 

3 3 

Public art on Douglas Lighting on Douglas Street Trees 

Sidewalk design Street Furniture None of the Above 

Other 
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ARTICLE D  | Third Public Open House – October 27, 2011

Douglas Avenue – TOD Study – Keypad Polling Results – Meeting 3 
Transit Oriented Development and Streetscape Plan 
 
 Keypad Polling: 28 Respondents 
 Online Survey: 65 Respondents  

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

1.)  I am in favor of the final plan for Douglas Avenue as shown in 
the illustrations. (Choose one) 

1.)  I am in favor of the final plan for Douglas Avenue as 
shown in the illustrations. Choose one) Responses 

Yes 14 50% 
Yes, with modifications 12 42.86% 
No 2 7.14% 
I don’t know 0 0% 
Totals 28 100% 

I am in favor of the final plan for Douglas Avenue as shown in the illustrations. 
(Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 46.9% 30 
Yes, with modifications 21.9% 14 
No 23.4% 15 
I don’t know 7.8% 5 

answered question 64 
skipped question 1 

50% 

43% 

7% 0% 

Yes Yes, with modifications No I don’t know 

47% 

22% 

23% 

8% 

Yes Yes, with modifications No I don’t know 
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2.)  I would rate the visual appearance of Douglas Avenue with a 
median as follows. (Choose one) 

2.)  I would rate the visual appearance of Douglas Avenue 
with a median as follows. (Choose one)  Responses 

Very Poor 1 3.85% 
Poor 0 0% 
Neutral 2 7.69% 
Good 7 26.92% 
Very Good 16 61.54% 
Totals 26 100% 

I would rate the visual appearance of Douglas Avenue as shown with the 
recommended median plan as follows. (Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Very Poor 6.3% 4 
Poor 6.3% 4 
Neutral 9.4% 6 
Good 42.2% 27 
Very Good 35.9% 23 

answered question 64 
skipped question 1 

4% 0% 
8% 

27% 

61.54% 

Very Poor Poor Neutral Good Very Good 

6% 
6% 

10% 

42% 

35.9% 

Very Poor Poor Neutral Good Very Good 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

3.)  I would be in favor of trading off the median for wider 
sidewalks: (choose one) 

3.)  I would be in favor of trading off the median for wider 
sidewalks: (choose one) Responses 

Yes 11 37.93% 
No 16 55.17% 
I don’t know 2 6.90% 
Totals 29 100% 

I would be in favor of trading off the median for wider sidewalks: (choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 40.0% 26 
No 53.8% 35 
I don’t know 6.2% 4 

answered question 65 
skipped question 0 

38% 

55% 

7% 

Yes No I don’t know 

40% 

54% 

6% 

Yes No I don’t know 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

4.)  I would be in favor of installing angled parking (and therefore not 
having a median) along Douglas within the Old Town area. (Choose 
one) 

4.)  I would be in favor of installing angled parking (and 
therefore not having a median) along Douglas within the 
Old Town area. (Choose one)  Responses 

Yes 8 27.59% 
No 20 68.97% 
I don’t know 1 3.45% 
Totals 29 100% 

I would be in favor of installing angled parking (and therefore not having a median) 
along Douglas within the Old Town area. (Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 36.9% 24 
No 55.4% 36 
I don’t know 7.7% 5 

answered question 65 
skipped question 0 

28% 

69% 

3% 

Yes No I don’t know 

37% 

55% 

8% 

Yes No I don’t know 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

5.)  I would be in favor of installing a median along Douglas in 
front of Century II. (Choose one) 

5.)  I would be in favor of installing a median along 
Douglas in front of Century II. (Choose one)  Responses 

Yes 15 51.72% 
No 8 27.59% 
I don’t know 6 20.69% 
Totals 29 100% 

I would be in favor of installing a median along Douglas in front of Century II. (Choose 
one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 71.9% 46 
No 28.1% 18 
I don’t know 0.0% 0 

answered question 64 
skipped question 1 

52% 

27% 

21% 

Yes No I don’t know 

72% 

28% 

0% 

Yes No I don’t know 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

7.)  I am in favor of the street furniture recommendations outlined for 
the area along Douglas in the Old Town district. (Choose one) 

7.)  I am in favor of the street furniture recommendations 
outlined for the area along Douglas in the Old Town 
district. (Choose one)  Responses 

Yes 26 92.86% 
No 2 7.14% 
I don’t know 0 0% 
Totals 28 100% 

I am in favor of the traditional furniture style group recommendations outlined for the 
area along Douglas in the Old Town district, as shown below. (Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 57.8% 37 
No 37.5% 24 
I don’t know 4.7% 3 

answered question 64 
skipped question 1 

93% 

7% 0% 

Yes No I don’t know 

58% 

37% 

5% 

Yes No I don’t know 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

6.)  I am in favor of the street furniture recommendations outlined for 
the area along Douglas to the west of Old Town to the river. (Choose 
one) 

6.)  I am in favor of the street furniture recommendations 
outlined for the area along Douglas to the west of Old 
Town to the river. (Choose one) Responses 

Yes 20 68.97% 
No 7 24.14% 
I don’t know 2 6.90% 
Totals 29 100% 

I am in favor of the contemporary furniture style group outlined for the area along 
Douglas between the Old Town district and the Arkansas River. (Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 60.9% 39 
No 37.5% 24 
I don’t know 1.6% 1 

answered question 64 
skipped question 1 

69% 

24% 

7% 

Yes No I don’t know 

61% 

37% 

2% 

Yes No I don’t know 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

8.)  Where would you be in support of creating distinct public 
spaces along the Douglas Corridor. (Choose one) 

8.)  Where would you be in support of creating distinct 
public spaces along the Douglas Corridor. (Choose one)  Responses 

The area around Union Station, Naftzger Park, and the 
BNSF Rail Viaduct over Douglas 16 57.14% 
Kennedy Plaza at Century II 12 42.86% 
Another location along Douglas 0 0% 
I’m not in favor of creating enhanced public spaces 
along Douglas 0 0% 
Totals 28 100% 

Where would you be in support of creating distinct public spaces along the Douglas 
Corridor, as shown below. (Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

The area around Union Station, Naftzger Park, and 
the BNSF Rail Viaduct over Douglas 

41.3% 26 

Kennedy Plaza at Century II 44.4% 28 
Another location along Douglas 6.3% 4 
I’m not in favor of creating enhanced public spaces 
along Douglas 

7.9% 5 

answered question 63 
skipped question 2 

57% 

43% 

0% 0% 

The area around Union Station, Naftzger Park, and the BNSF Rail Viaduct 
over Douglas 

Kennedy Plaza at Century II 

Another location along Douglas 

I’m not in favor of creating enhanced public spaces along Douglas 

41% 

45% 

6% 
8% 

The area around Union Station, Naftzger Park, and the BNSF Rail Viaduct 
over Douglas 

Kennedy Plaza at Century II 

Another location along Douglas 

I’m not in favor of creating enhanced public spaces along Douglas 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

9.)  The ideal speed for retail districts is approximately 22.5 miles per 
hour.  Would you favor using the design of Douglas to steer people to 
drive at or near this speed? (Choose one) 

9.)  The ideal speed for retail districts is approximately 
22.5 miles per hour.  Would you favor using the design of 
Douglas to steer people to drive at or near this speed? 
(Choose one) Responses 

Yes 23 82.14% 
No 4 14.29% 
I don’t know 1 3.57% 
Totals 28 100% 

The ideal speed for retail districts is approximately 22.5 miles per hour.  Would you 
favor using the design of Douglas to steer people to drive at or near this speed? 
(Choose one) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Yes 55.4% 36 
No 41.5% 27 
I don’t know 3.1% 2 

answered question 65 
skipped question 0 

82% 

14% 

4% 

Yes No I don’t know 

55% 

42% 

3% 

Yes No I don’t know 
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11.)  I believe the following funding tool would be most effective in 
financing streetscape and transit improvements along Douglas. 
(Choose One)  

11.)  I believe the following funding tool would be most 
effective in financing streetscape and transit 
improvements along Douglas. (Choose One) ( ) Responses 

Increase in sales tax rates with proceeds ded... 13 46.43% 
Increase in property tax rates (mill levy) wi... 4 14.29% 
Tax increment financing, based upon the value... 8 28.57% 
I don’t support increasing taxes to fund impr... 3 10.71% 
Totals 28 100% 

I believe the following funding tool would be most effective in financing streetscape 
and transit improvements along Douglas.(Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Increase in sales tax rates with proceeds dedicated to 
Douglas and other street improvements 

27.4% 17 

Increase in property tax rates (mill levy) with proceeds 
dedicated to Douglas and other street improvements 

11.3% 7 

Tax increment financing, based upon the value of 
private development along Douglas 

17.7% 11 

I don’t support increasing taxes to fund improvements 43.5% 27 
answered question 62 

skipped question 3 

46% 

14% 

29% 

11% 

Increase in sales tax rates with proceeds ded... 

Increase in property tax rates (mill levy) wi... 

Tax increment financing, based upon the value... 

I don’t support increasing taxes to fund impr... 

27% 

11% 

18% 

44% 

Increase in sales tax rates with proceeds dedicated to Douglas and other 
street improvements 

Increase in property tax rates (mill levy) with proceeds dedicated to 
Douglas and other street improvements 

Tax increment financing, based upon the value of private development 
along Douglas 

I don’t support increasing taxes to fund improvements 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

10.)  I would be in favor of the following strategies to manage 
traffic speeds along Douglas: (Choose all that apply) 

10.)  I would be in favor of the following strategies to 
manage traffic speeds along Douglas: (Choose all that 
apply)   Responses 

Narrowing of street widths 16 20.51% 
Installation of bulbouts at intersections and... 17 21.79% 
Enhanced landscaping 17 21.79% 
Signal timing 15 19.23% 
Installation of additional street trees 13 16.67% 
None of the above 0 0% 
Totals 78 100% 

I would be in favor of the following strategies to manage traffic speeds along Douglas: 
(Choose all that apply)  

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Narrowing of street widths 24.6% 16 
Installation of bulbouts at intersections and bus stop 
locations 

30.8% 20 

Enhanced landscaping 55.4% 36 
Signal timing 64.6% 42 
Installation of additional street trees 43.1% 28 
None of the above 12.3% 8 

answered question 65 
skipped question 0 

16 

17 

17 

15 

13 0 

Narrowing of street widths 

Installation of bulbouts at intersections and... 

Enhanced landscaping 

Signal timing 

Installation of additional street trees 

None of the above 

16 

20 

36 42 

28 
8 

Narrowing of street widths 

Installation of bulbouts at intersections and bus stop locations 

Enhanced landscaping 

Signal timing 

Installation of additional street trees 

None of the above 

220



   |  147

APPENDIX

February 2012

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

13.)  I would be in favor prioritizing the following as part of the first 
phase of improvements along Douglas: (Rank your top three) 

13.)  I would be in favor prioritizing the following as part of 
the first phase of improvements along Douglas: (Rank your 
top three) (priority ranking) Responses 

Installation of bus stops 12 16.22% 
Signage and wayfinding 7 9.46% 
Lighting improvements 12 16.22% 
Street furniture and amenities 7 9.46% 
Planted Median 17 22.97% 
Bulbouts and sidewalk improvements 19 25.68% 
Totals 74 100% 

I would be in favor of prioritizing the following as part of the first phase of improvements along Douglas: (Rank your top three) 

Answer Options High Low Rating 
Average 

Response 
Count 

Installation of bus stops 13 18 12 1.98 43 
Signage and wayfinding 18 21 8 1.79 47 
Lighting improvements 37 15 4 1.41 56 
Street furniture and amenities 18 18 14 1.92 50 
Planted Median 29 8 16 1.75 53 
Bulbouts and sidewalk improvements 25 16 10 1.71 51 

answered question 64 
skipped question 1 

12 

7 

12 

7 
17 

19 

Installation of bus stops 

Signage and wayfinding 

Lighting improvements 

Street furniture and amenities 

Planted Median 

Bulbouts and sidewalk improvements 

43 

47 

56 50 

53 

51 

Installation of bus stops 

Signage and wayfinding 

Lighting improvements 

Street furniture and amenities 

Planted Median 

Bulbouts and sidewalk improvements 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

12.)  I would be in favor of the following strategy for providing for 
maintenance of streetscape and related amenities along Douglas. 
(Choose One)  

12.)  I would be in favor of the following strategy for 
providing for maintenance of streetscape and related 
amenities along Douglas. (Choose One) ( ) Responses 

Dedication of parking revenues to fund mainte... 12 44.44% 
Dedication of a portion of sales tax collecte... 8 29.63% 
Dedication of a portion of property tax colle... 5 18.52% 
None of the above 2 7.41% 
Totals 27 100% 

I would be in favor of the following strategy for providing for maintenance of streetscape 
and related amenities along Douglas.(Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Dedication of parking revenues to fund maintenance 
operations 

38.5% 25 

Dedication of a portion of sales tax collected in the 
Downtown area for the funding of streetscape 
maintenance 

30.8% 20 

Dedication of a portion of property tax collected in the 
Downtown area for the funding of streetscape 
maintenance 

20.0% 13 

None of the above 10.8% 7 
answered question 65 

skipped question 0 

44% 

30% 

19% 

7% 

Dedication of parking revenues to fund mainte... 

Dedication of a portion of sales tax collecte... 

Dedication of a portion of property tax colle... 

None of the above 

38% 

31% 

20% 

11% 

Dedication of parking revenues to fund maintenance operations 

Dedication of a portion of sales tax collected in the Downtown area for 
the funding of streetscape maintenance 

Dedication of a portion of property tax collected in the Downtown area 
for the funding of streetscape maintenance 

None of the above 
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15.)  How have you participated in the process? (Choose all that 
apply) 

15.)  How have you participated in the process? (Choose 
all that apply) ( ) Responses 

Reviewed the website 14 17.07% 
On-line survey 9 10.98% 
Attending one or more public meetings 26 31.71% 
Attending other meetings 13 15.85% 
One on one conversations 13 15.85% 
Other 7 8.54% 
Totals 82 100% 

How have you participated in the process? (Choose all that apply) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Reviewed the website 54.7% 35 
On-line survey 87.5% 56 
Attending one or more public meetings 31.3% 20 
Attending other meetings 6.3% 4 
One on one conversations 17.2% 11 
Other 9.4% 6 

answered question 64 
skipped question 1 

14 

9 

26 

13 

13 

7 

Reviewed the website 

On-line survey 

Attending one or more public meetings 

Attending other meetings 

One on one conversations 

Other 

35 

56 

20 

4 
11 6 

Reviewed the website 

On-line survey 

Attending one or more public meetings 

Attending other meetings 

One on one conversations 

Other 

Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

14.)  The operating costs of Q Line route Option A total 577k dollars on 
an annual basis, and the operating costs of Q Line route Option B total 
795k dollars on an annual basis.  Given this information and the 
locations served by the routes, which would you prefer? (Choose One)  

14.)  The operating costs of Q Line route Option A total 577k 
dollars on an annual basis, and the operating costs of Q Line 
route Option B total 795k dollars on an annual basis.  Given this 
information and the locations served by the routes, which 
would you prefer? (Choose One) ( ) Responses 

Option A (Red) 20 71.43% 

Option B (Blue) 5 17.86% 

None of the above 1 3.57% 

I don’t know 2 7.14% 

Totals 28 100% 

The operating costs of Q Line route Option A total $577,000 dollars on an annual 
basis, and the operating costs of Q Line route Option B total $795,000 dollars on an 
annual basis.  Given this information and the locations served by the routes, which 
would you prefer? (Choose One) 

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Option A (Red) 32.8% 21 
Option B (Blue) 39.1% 25 
None of the above 15.6% 10 
I don’t know 12.5% 8 

answered question 64 
skipped question 1 

71% 

18% 

4% 
7% 

Option A (Red) Option B (Blue) None of the above I don’t know 

33% 

39% 

16% 

12% 

Option A (Red) Option B (Blue) None of the above I don’t know 
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Key Pad Polling  Online Survey 

16.)  Do you feel this planning process has met your expectations 
regarding the key design and planning issues facing Douglas Avenue? 
(Choose One) 

16.)  Do you feel this planning process has met your 
expectations regarding the key design and planning issues 
facing Douglas Avenue? (Choose One)    ( ) Responses 

Well above expectations 2 7.41% 
Above expectations 8 29.63% 
About what I expected 14 51.85% 
Below expectations 1 3.70% 
Much below expectations 2 7.41% 
Totals 27 100% 

Do you feel this planning process has met your expectations regarding the key design 
and planning issues facing Douglas Avenue? (Choose One)  

Answer Options Response 
Percent 

Response 
Count 

Well above expectations 15.6% 10 
Above expectations 29.7% 19 
About what I expected 40.6% 26 
Below expectations 7.8% 5 
Much below expectations 6.3% 4 

answered question 64 
skipped question 1 

7% 

30% 

52% 

4% 
7.41% 

Well above expectations Above expectations 

About what I expected Below expectations 

Much below expectations 

15% 

30% 
41% 

8% 
6.3% 

Well above expectations Above expectations 

About what I expected Below expectations 

Much below expectations 
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Estimated Annual 
Maintenance Costs
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ZON2011-00028   
Wichita City Council – February 7, 2012  Page 1 
 
 

         Agenda Item No. V-1 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   ZON2011-00028 – City zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-

5”) to TF-3 Two-Family Residential (“TF-3”); generally located south of Mt. 
Vernon Road on the west side of Oliver Avenue (2033 S. Oliver).   

   (District III) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:   Planning (Non-consent) 
 
 
MAPC Recommendation:  The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) voted to approve the 
request (8-3). 
 
MAPD Staff Recommendation:  Approve 
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ZON2011-00028   
Wichita City Council – February 7, 2012  Page 2 
 
 

Background:  The applicant requests a zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-5”) to 
TF-3 Two-Family Residential (“TF-3”) on Lot 13 (Oliver Avenue side), Edgetown Park Addition, 2033 
S. Oliver Avenue.  The subject site has a duplex on it and the zone change is needed to make the use 
conform to the Unified Zoning Code (UZC); a duplex is not permitted in the SF-5 zoning district.  
Geozone shows a residence on the site to have been built in 1941.  The Office of Central Inspection 
(OCI) has filed a notice of violation against the SF-5 zoned site for having a non compliant duplex.     
 
The site is located south of the Mt. Vernon Road – Oliver Avenue intersection, with its front yard facing 
Oliver.  Properties abutting and adjacent to the site on its south, west and east (across Oliver) sides are 
zoned SF-5, and are part of established single-family residential neighborhoods.  There are also some TF-
3 zoned properties located a block east and north of the site (across Oliver and Mt. Vernon) that are 
developed as USD 259’s Allen Elementary school, single-family residences and duplexes.  The SF-5 
zoned L.W. Clapp Public Golf Course is located north of the site, across Mt. Vernon, and is the largest 
development in the area.  The property abutting the north side of the site is zoned LC Limited 
Commercial (“LC”), and has a small, older, vacant retail store.  Next to the vacant retail store is vacant 
LC land then there is an LC zoned small, older barber shop and a convenience store.  Other properties 
located north and northeast of the site, around the Mt. Vernon and Oliver intersection, are zoned LC, and 
are developed as:  a vacant auto repair garage, a vacant retail strip, an auto repair garage, an office, a 
combination billiard hall – billiard/arcade supply sales building and a sit down restaurant.   
 
Analysis:  At the MAPC meeting held October 20, 2011, the MAPC voted (12-0) to recommend 
approval of the requested TF-3 zoning.  The case was approved through a consent vote since no one was 
present to voice concerns.  At the District III Advisory Board (DAB) meeting held on November 2, 2011, 
the DAB voted 6-0 to deny the rezoning request.  Several people spoke against the requested TF-3 
zoning.  There were no valid protests received during the two week protest period.  However, the City 
Council considered this case at their December 6, 2011, meeting as a non-consent item because of DAB 
III’s recommendation to deny the request.  The Council’s action was to have Planning staff re-advertise 
the rezoning request for re-consideration by only the MAPC.  At the January 5, 2012, MAPC meeting 
several people spoke against the requested TF-3 zoning.  The MAPC again voted (8-3) to approve the 
requested TF-3 zoning.   
 
Staff has subsequently received valid protest that represents 62.55% of the land within the 200-foot 
protest area, which exceeds the 20% protest requirement that triggers the three-fourths majority Council 
vote requirement to overturn the protest.      
 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations in regards to the zoning request. 
 
Goal Impact:  The application promotes Economic Vitality. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The ordinance has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendation/Actions: 
(1) Adopt the findings of the MAPC and approve the zone change, override the protests and authorize the 
Mayor to sign the ordinance and place the ordinance on first reading (a three-fourths majority vote is 
required to override the protests), or (2) Deny the zone change request (a two-thirds majority vote is 
required plus appropriate findings to override the MAPC’s recommendation), or (3) Return the case to 
the MAPC for further consideration with a statement specifying the basis for the Council’s failure to 
approve or deny the application (a simple majority vote required).   
 
Attachments: 

• Ordinance 
• MAPC Minutes 
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• Protest map 
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OCA 150004 
ORDINANCE NO. 49-201 

 
AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS OR DISTRICTS OF CERTAIN 
LANDS LOCATED IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHORITY 
GRANTED BY THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY UNIFIED ZONING CODE, SECTION V-C, 
AS ADOPTED BY SECTION 28.04.010, AS AMENDED. 

 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY 

OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 
 

SECTION 1.  That having received a recommendation from the Planning Commission, and proper 
notice having been given and hearing held as provided by law and under authority and subject to the 
provisions of The Wichita-Sedgwick County Unified Zoning Code, Section V-C, as adopted by Section 
28.04.010, as amended, the zoning classification or districts of the lands legally described hereby are 
changed as follows:   
 

Case No. ZON2011-00028 
Zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-5”) to TF-3 Two-Family Residential (“TF-3”) 
on an approximately 8,100-square foot property described as: 
 
Lot 13 (Oliver Street side), Edgetown Park Addition; generally located south of Mount Vernon on the 
west side of Oliver Avenue (2033 S. Oliver Avenue), Wichita Sedgwick County, Kansas. 
 
SECTION 2.  That upon the taking effect of this ordinance, the above zoning changes shall be entered 
and shown on the "Official Zoning Map" previously adopted by reference, and said official zoning map 
is hereby reincorporated as a part of the Wichita -Sedgwick County Unified Zoning Code as amended. 
 
SECTION 3.  That this Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its adoption and 
publication in the official City paper.   
 
 

     ___________________________ 
   Carl Brewer - Mayor     

ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________  
Karen Sublett, City Clerk     
 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 ______________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, City Attorney 
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Agenda Item No. VII-1 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
 

TO:   Wichita Airport Authority 
 
SUBJECT: Parking Facilities Program Professional Services 
 Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Airport Authority (Non-Consent) 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the professional services contract. 
 
Background:  The current Capital Improvement Program of the City includes the new Parking Facilities 
Program.  On September 14, 2004, a Terminal Area Plan was presented in a City Council workshop, and 
subsequently discussed at the Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) meeting on October 12, 2004.  At that 
meeting, the WAA voted unanimously to move forward with the construction of a new replacement 
terminal facility.  As a result of that decision, the following City Council/WAA key actions have taken 
place with regard to the new Parking Facilities Program: 
 

• December 11, 2007:  Parking financial feasibility workshop with City Council. 
• February 12, 2008:  Parking study design recommendations presented in workshop with City 

Council. 
• March 4, 2008:  Parking garage design options presented in workshop with City Council. 
• September 20, 2010:  Wichita Airport Advisory Board (WAAB) voted to recommend that the 

Program move forward, and at its June 6, 2011, meeting, the WAAB reaffirmed its support of the 
Program. 

• June 21, 2011:  WAA approved moving forward with the Parking Facilities Program and adopted 
the budget. 

   
Analysis:  This Program includes a parking garage in close proximity to the new terminal which will 
provide covered parking for the public as well as contain the customer service counters and vehicle 
ready/return parking spaces for rental cars.  The adjacent terminal area surface parking lots will be 
reconfigured and expanded in order to provide more efficient and improved access to the public, greatly 
improved service for the public and employees, and improvements to the parking revenue control system 
and the exit plaza. 
 
Professional services are now required to complete the validation of the parking concepts previously 
presented, and to develop the engineering and architectural components and contract documents to move 
the Program into the design, bid, and construction stages.  The Staff Screening Selection committee met 
on September 1, 2011, to review the six competitive proposals received in response to the Request for 
Proposals for professional services.  From that meeting, GLMV Architecture, Law/Kingdon Architecture, 
Carl Walker, Inc. and WDM Architects were selected for interviews which occurred on September 30, 
2011.  The professional services team led by Carl Walker, Inc. (CWI) was selected based upon 
experience, presentation, and proven successful history in airport parking facilities.  The professional 
services team includes the local architecture design firm Schaefer Johnson Cox Frey and other local sub-
consultants.  The CWI team submitted a highly competitive proposal for professional services and offered 
a short design schedule using a well-planned approach to the Program.  The design, bid, and construction 
phases of this Program are extremely critical, as the parking improvements and rental car facilities must  
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be completed prior to the new terminal’s opening.  The Staff Screening Selection process has been 
reviewed by the City Auditor and approved by the City Manager. 
 
The WAAB approved the selection of CWI at its February 6, 2012, meeting and recommends the 
approval of this contract. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The professional services contract is for a not-to-exceed amount of 
$3,524,889.  This total fee represents less than ten percent of the construction budget for the Program and 
is within the cost parameters of the approved Program budget.  This Program is funded with Airport 
revenue either directly or through the repayment of General Obligation bonds.   

Goal Impact:  This Program’s contribution to the Economic Vitality and Quality of Life of Wichita is 
promoted through infrastructure improvements that enhance the customer experience for users of the 
Airport.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the professional services contract as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the Wichita Airport Authority approve the contract 
and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Contract. 
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Statements of Cost: 
SEWER 

 
a. Constructing Lateral 22, Main 19 Southwest Interceptor Sewer to serve Avalon Park 3rd Addition (north of 37th Street 

North, east of Tyler).  Total Cost - $67,138.35 (plus idle fund interest – $33.42, plus temporary note interest - $228.23).  
Sewer main benefit fee - $12,000.00.  Financing to be issued at this time - $79,400.00.  (744317/468-84010/480-009). 

b. Constructing Lateral 511, Southwest Interceptor Sewer to serve Koker Addition (north of Central, west of 119th Street 
West).  Total Cost - $55,090.11 (plus idle fund interest – $15.19, plus temporary note interest - $187.70).  Sewer main 
benefit fee - $2,577.00.  Financing to be issued at this time - $57,870.00.  (744315/468-84145/480-007). 

c. Constructing Lateral 13, Main 4 Northwest Interceptor Sewer to serve Silverton Addition (north of 13th Street North, 
west of 135th Street West).  Total Cost - $77,335.63 (plus idle fund interest - $56.66, plus temporary note interest - 
$257.71).  Sewer main benefit fee - $15,800.00.  Financing to be issued at this time - $93,450.00.  (744314/468-
84246/480-006). 

d. Constructing Lateral 24, Main 13 Southwest Interceptor Sewer to serve Steve Kelley 6th Addition (south of Kellogg, 
west of Maize).  Total Cost - $38,089.79 (plus idle fund interest - $32.33, plus temporary note interest - $197.88).  
Sewer main benefit fee - $3,710.00.  Financing to be issued at this time – $42,030.00.  (744312/468-84671/480-004). 

e. Constructing Lateral 5, Main 2 Northwest Interceptor Sewer to serve Pearson Commercial Addition (east of Maize, 
north of 29th Street North).  Total Cost - $74,558.67 (plus idle fund interest - $12.62, plus temporary note interest - 
$257.71).  Sewer main benefit fee - $26,921.00.  Financing to be issued at this time - $101,750.00.  (744316/468-
84688/480-008). 

f. Constructing Lateral 6, Main 18 Four Mile Creek Sewer to serve Casa Bella, Casa Bella 2nd and Casa Bella 3rd Additions 
(north of Pawnee, west of 127th Street East).  Total Cost - $69,474.90 (plus idle fund interest – $39.48, plus temporary 
note interest - $235.62).  Sewer main benefit fee - $0.  Financing to be issued at this time - $69,750.00.  (744318/468-
84718/480-010). 

STORM WATER SEWER AND STORM WATER DRAIN 
 

g. Constructing Storm Water Sewer #552 to serve a replat of Part of Spencer Gardens Addition (south of Pawnee, west of 
Oliver).  Total Cost - $56,451.18 (plus idle fund interest - $31.42, plus temporary note interest - $617.40).  Financing to 
be issued at this time - $57,100.00.  (751495/468-83274/485-386). 

h. Constructing Storm Water Sewer #656 to serve North Elementary School Addition (north of 29th Street North, east of 
Seneca).  Total Cost - $176,567.29 (plus idle fund interest - $306.50, plus temporary note interest - $76.21).  Financing 
to be issued at this time - $176,950.00.  (751492/468-84678/485-383). 

i. Constructing Storm Water Sewer #659 to serve Greenwich Office Park 2nd Addition (north of 13th Street North, west of 
Greenwich).  Total Cost - $87,355.17 (plus idle fund $101.31, plus temporary note interest $143.52).  Financing to be 
issued at this time - $87,600.00.  (751494/468-84725/485-385). 

WATER 

j. Constructing Water Distribution System to serve Avalon Park 3rd Addition (north of 37th Street North, east of Tyler).  
Total Cost - $70,775.21 (plus idle fund interest - $78.12, plus temporary note interest - $246.67).  Water main benefit 
fee - $0.  Financing to be issued at this time - $71,100.00.  (735453/448-90076/470-126). 

k. Constructing Water Distribution System to serve The Woods Addition (east of 151st Street East, north of Maple).  Total 
Cost - $29,511.19 (plus idle fund interest - $78.40, plus temporary note interest - $110.41).  Water main benefit fee - $0.  
Financing to be issued at this time - $29,700.00.  (735457/448-90164/470-130). 

l. Constructing Water Distribution System to serve Koker Addition (north of Central, west of 119th Street West).  Total 
Cost - $35,956.78 (plus idle fund interest - $25.41, plus temporary note interest - $117.81).  Water main benefit fee - $0.  
Financing to be issued at this time - $36,100.00.  (735451/448-90167/470-124). 
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m. Constructing Water Distribution System to serve Stonebridge 2nd and 3rd Additions (north of 13th Street North, east of 
143rd Street East).  Total Cost - $74,548.66 (plus idle fund interest - $40.12, plus temporary note interest - $2,978.22).  
Water main benefit fee - $18,833.00.  Financing to be issued at this time - $96,400.00.  (735459/448-90294/470-132). 

n. Constructing Water Distribution System to serve Steve Kelley 6th Addition (south of Kellogg, west of Maize).  Total 
Cost - $18,429.77 (plus idle fund interest - $37.42, plus temporary note interest - $82.81).  Water main benefit fee - 
$1,930.00.  Financing to be issued at this time - $20,480.00.  (735445/448-90473/470-118). 

o. Constructing Water Distribution System to serve Casa Bella 3rd Addition (north of Pawnee, west of 127th Street East).  
Total Cost - $28,385.56 (plus idle fund interest - $78.64, plus temporary note interest - $13.80).  Water main benefit fee 
- $6,072.00.  Financing to be issued at this time - $34,550.00.  (735455/448-90502/470-128). 

p. Constructing Water Distribution System to serve Greenwich Office Park 2nd Addition (north of 13th Street North, west of 
Greenwich).  Total Cost - $49,400.79 (plus idle fund interest - $49.33, plus temporary note interest - $47.88).  Water 
main benefit fee - $11,352.00.  Financing to be issued at this time - $60,850.00.  (735458/448-90509/470-131). 

q. Constructing Water Distribution System to serve Newmarket Office 2nd Addition (north of 29th Street North, west of 
Maize).  Total Cost - $42,608.58 (plus idle fund interest - $62.61, plus temporary note interest - $125.09).  Water main 
benefit fee - $24,403.72.  Financing to be issued at this time - $67,200.00.  (735460/448-90523/470-133). 
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         Agenda Item No.  II-6a 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 

 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Muscle Walk & 5K (Districts I and VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure the event promoter Cassandra 
Schwartz, Muscular Dystrophy Association, Inc. Fundraising Coordinator, is coordinating with City of 
Wichita staff, subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Muscle Walk & 5K Race   February 11, 2012, 8:00 am – 11:30 am 

• St. Francis Street, Waterman Street to Douglas Avenue. 
• Douglas Avenue, St. Francis Street to I-135 Overpass, east bound curbside lane.   

 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with special events.   
 
Goal Impact: Enhance the Quality of Life for citizens through special events and activities.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.   
 
 Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: (1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; (2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of Police, Fire and Public Works Department; and (3) Securing a 
Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Event Coordinator. 
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Agenda Item No. II-7a. 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Hold Harmless Agreement for Mediterranean Plaza 2nd Addition  
 (District I) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA: Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the Hold Harmless Agreement. 
 
Background:  An agreement has been prepared to permit the owner to occupy and construct sign 
improvements on, over and across the drainage and utility easement of the described area within the 
agreement on the property of 8810 East 32nd Street North.  
 
Analysis: The agreement allows the City of Wichita to be held harmless from any and all claims 
resulting from the construction on the above property and for future claims related to public maintenance 
on the storm water sewer.  Exhibit 1 shows the approximate location of the signage improvements.   
 
Financial Considerations:  There is no cost to the City. 
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by providing improvements to an 
existing development.  
 
Legal Considerations: The Law Department has approved the agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the agreement and 
authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments:  Hold Harmless Agreement. 
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Agenda Item No. II- 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Hold Harmless Agreement for Mediterranean Plaza 2nd Addition  
 (District I) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA: Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the Hold Harmless Agreement. 
 
Background:  An agreement has been prepared to permit the owner to occupy and construct sign 
improvements on, over and across the drainage and utility easement of the described area within the 
agreement on the property of 8810 East 32nd Street North.  
 
Analysis: The agreement allows the City of Wichita to be held harmless from any and all claims 
resulting from the construction on the above property and for future claims related to public maintenance 
on the storm water sewer.  Exhibit 1 shows the approximate location of the signage improvements.   
 
Financial Considerations:  There is no cost to the City. 
 
Goal Impact:  This project addresses the Efficient Infrastructure goal by providing improvements to an 
existing development.  
 
Legal Considerations: The Law Department has approved the agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the agreement and 
authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments:  Hold Harmless Agreement. 
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Agenda Item No. II-8a 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Partial Acquisition of 13601 West 21st Street for the 135th Street from 13th Street 

to 21st Street Improvement Project (District V) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition.    
  
Background:  On April 19, 2011, the City Council approved funding to acquire right-of-way for a 
project to improve 135th Street West from 13th Street North to 21st Street North.  The improvements will 
consist of widening the two lane road to three lanes.  A center lane will be improved with a two-way, left 
turn lane and landscaped medians.  Landscaping will be installed within available right of way.  Ditches 
will be replaced with a storm water sewer system and sidewalks will be built along both the east and west 
side of 135th.  The intersection at 135th Street and 21st Street will be improved with left turn lanes in each 
direction.  Traffic signalization will be installed at the intersection if warranted at the time of construction.  
To facilitate the project, it is necessary to acquire the easterly twenty feet of the property identified as 
13601 West 21st Street North.  This property is located at the southwest corner of 135th and 21st Street.  
The acquisition area consists of 5,096 square feet.  The property is improved with a single-family 
residential property.   
 
Analysis:  The owner rejected the estimated appraised value of $8,920, or $1.75 per square foot.  The site 
is improved with a 1,541 square foot, two bedroom ranch style house.  At the time of valuation, it was not 
known that the septic and lateral field is located south and east of the house.  A portion of the lateral field 
is located within the proposed acquisition area.  Through negotiation, the owner agreed to convey the 
necessary right-of-way for $35,480.  This amount is comprised of $25,480 (or $5 per square foot for the 
land) and $10,000 as damages to the septic system.  The increase in land value takes into consideration 
the potential for commercial development and negates any proximity issues.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source is General Obligations Bonds.   A budget of $36,980 is 
requested.  This includes $35,480 for the acquisition and $1,500 for closing costs and related charges.      
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of this easement is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by 
improving an arterial street through a developed part of the City. 
  
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the real estate purchase agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the contract; 2) 
Approve the budget; and 3) Authorize all necessary signatures.   
 
Attachments:  Aerial map, tract map and real estate purchase agreement.  
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Agenda Item No. II-8b  
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council Members 
 
SUBJECT:  Partial Acquisition of 5944 North Broadway for the Wichita-Valley Center Flood 

Control Levee Certification and Rehabilitation Project (County) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition. 
  
Background:  In 2007, the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County entered into an agreement with Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) whereby it was agreed that the City and County would provide 
certification that the Wichita-Valley Center Flood Control levee system meet revised FEMA levee 
standards.  As part of this certification process, certain portions of the levee system were identified as 
needing rehabilitation.  One such segment is located at 5944 North Broadway in Park City.  The property 
has 20,609 square feet, is zoned industrial, and developed with a retail facility.  The project requires 73 
square feet of the site at the rear of the property.  The acquisition does not impact the improvements.     
 
Analysis:  The acquisition was appraised at $120 ($1.64 per square foot).  This amount was offered to the 
owner and accepted.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source for the project is General Obligation Bonds.  A budget of 
$620 is requested.  This includes $120 for the acquisition and $500 for closing costs and title insurance.   
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of this parcel is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by improving 
storm water issues in a major residential area.     
  
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the real estate agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the budget; 2) 
Approve the real estate agreement; and 3) Authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Real estate agreement and aerial/tract map.   
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Agenda Item No. II-8c 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council Members 
 
SUBJECT:  Partial Acquisition of 5802-5830 North Broadway for the Wichita-Valley Center 

Flood Control Levee Certification and Rehabilitation Project (County) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition. 
  
Background:  In 2007, the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County entered into an agreement with Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) whereby it was agreed that the City and County would provide 
certification that the Wichita-Valley Center Flood Control levee system meet revised FEMA levee 
standards.  As part of this certification process, certain portions of the levee system were identified as 
needing rehabilitation.  One such segment is located at 5802-5830 North Broadway in Park City.  The 
property has 243,500 square feet, is zoned industrial, and developed with a manufacturing facility.  The 
project requires 8,750 square feet of the site at the rear of the property.     
 
Analysis:  The acquisition was appraised at $6,850 ($.78 per square foot).  This amount was offered to 
the owner and accepted.  The appraisal did not include compensation for perimeter fencing in the 
acquisition area.  The cost to move the fence was valued at $2,000.   Additionally, the owner is eligible 
for the cost to relocate equipment and material located in the acquisition area.  Relocation is estimated at 
$5,300.  The total compensation for the acquisition is $14,150. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source for the project is General Obligation Bonds.  A budget of 
$14,650 is requested.  This includes $8,850 for the acquisition, $5,300 for the relocation of equipment, 
and $500 for closing costs and title insurance.   
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of this parcel is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by improving 
storm water issues in a major residential area.     
  
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the real estate agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the budget; 2) 
Approve the real estate agreement; and 3) Authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Real estate agreement and aerial/tract map.   
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Agenda Item No. II-8d 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Acquisition of Land near Webb Road and 53rd Street North for a Pressure and 

Chlorine Booster Station (District II) 
  
INITIATED BY: Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition. 

 
Background:  On December 15, 2009 the City Council authorized staff to proceed with a project to 
construct a pressure and chlorine booster station to serve Rural Water District No. 1.  The cost will be 
shared equally by the City and the Rural Water District.  After review by design engineers, it was 
determined that the optimum location for the site was near the southwest corner of Webb Road and 53rd 
Street North.  This area is currently undeveloped and in agricultural usage.  The project requires 
approximately 20,412 square feet of the 385,942 square foot site.  The site will be developed with a 28 ½ 
foot by 22 foot brick building.  The booster station site will be fenced. 
 
Analysis:  After discussions with the owner, a site located approximately south of Webb Road on 53rd 
Street was determined to be the preferred location.  The owner agreed to accept $24,000 ($1.18 per 
square foot) based on comparable sales in the area.   
 
Financial Considerations:  A budget of $25,000 is requested.  This includes $24,000 for the acquisition 
and $1,000 for title work, surveys and other administrative fees.  Funding is available in the Rural Water 
District No. 1 Chlorine and Booster Station Project.  The Rural Water District will repay its half of the 
cost through monthly payments over the life of the Wholesale Water Sales Agreement. 
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of this parcel supports Efficient Infrastructure by providing reliable and 
secure utilities.     
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council 1) Approve the agreement and; 2) 
Authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Real estate purchase agreement and aerial map. 
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Agenda Item No. II-8e 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council Members 
 
SUBJECT:  Partial Acquisition of 630 East 61st Street North for the Wichita-Valley Center 

Flood Control Levee Certification and Rehabilitation Project (County) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition. 
  
Background:  In 2007, the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County entered into an agreement with Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) whereby it was agreed that the City and County would provide 
certification that the Wichita-Valley Center Flood Control levee system meet revised FEMA levee 
standards.  As part of this certification process, certain portions of the levee system were identified as 
needing rehabilitation.  One such segment is located at 630 East 61st Street North in Park City.  The 
property has 266,152 square feet and is zoned for and improved with a residence.  The project requires 
4,006 square feet of the site along the east property line.  The acquisition does not impact the 
improvements.     
 
Analysis:  The acquisition was appraised at $800 ($0.20 per square foot) and $2,000 for landscaping, 
trees and fencing.  This amount was offered to the owner and accepted.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source for the project is General Obligation Bonds.  A budget of 
$3,300 is requested.  This includes $2,800 for the acquisition and $500 for closing costs and title 
insurance.   
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of this parcel is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by improving 
storm water issues in a major residential area.     
  
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the real estate agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the budget; 2) 
Approve the real estate agreement; and 3) Authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Real estate agreement and aerial/tract map.   
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Agenda Item No. II-8f 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Acquisition of Property at 6601 West 13th Street for the I-235 Floodway 

Crossing/13th Street Interchange Project (Districts V and VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition. 

 
Background:  On March 1, 2011, the City Council approved the design concept to construct an 
interchange at I-235 and 13th Street North and associated street improvements.  On May 24, 2011, the 
City Council approved funding to complete project design and provide funding for right-of-way 
acquisition.    The improvements include relocating Hoover Road and developing a partial interchange for 
13th Street North and I-235.  The project will require the acquisition of all or part of 23 tracts.  One of the 
tracts is a 155,945 square foot residential site developed with a 1,778 square foot single family residence.  
The project requires all access from the site to 13th Street, land locking the site, thereby necessitating the 
acquisition of the entire site.   
 
Analysis:  The property was appraised at $182,000.  The owner rejected this offer.  Rather than sell the 
site, a replacement access through the adjacent housing addition onto Northshore Drive was negotiated.  
The homeowner’s association has agreed to accept $12,500 to grant the new access.  The owner has 
agreed to accept $60,000 for all access from the subject property to 13th Street and as compensation to 
construct a new drive access to Northshore Drive. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source for the project is General Obligation Bonds.  A budget of 
$73,000 is requested.  This includes $60,000 for the acquisition of access from the owner of 6601 West 
13th, $12,500 for the access to Northshore Drive, and $500 for title work, surveys, closing costs, and other 
administrative fees.   
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of these parcels is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by 
improving the traffic flow through a major transportation corridor.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the real estate agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the budget; 2) Approve 
the real estate purchase agreement; and 3) Authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments:  Aerial map, real estate agreements, and tract maps.  
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Agenda Item No. II-8g 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Partial Acquisition of 3555 South Broadway for the Improvement of the Bridge 

on Broadway near 34th Street South (District III) 
  
INITIATED BY: Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition. 

 
Background:  On February 15, 2011, the City Council approved the East Alignment of the proposed 
Broadway Bridge Project at 34th Street South.  The project calls for the realignment and reconstruction of 
the Broadway Bridge over the Union Pacific rail corridor.  The project will require the acquisition of all 
or part of approximately twelve parcels.  The properties consist of a mix of residential and commercial 
uses.  One of the parcels impacted by the project is 3555 South Broadway.  This site is largely 
unimproved and contains 210,102 square feet.  The site is fenced and zoned general commercial.  It is 
leased by the auto salvage business to the north for storage.  The project requires 19,124 square feet from 
the east end of the site as well as a 10,790 square foot temporary easement.  The acquisition will require 
the removal and replacement of the perimeter fence to the new property line. 
 
Analysis:  The acquisition was appraised at $27,400 with $23,900 for the land ($1.25 per square foot) and 
$3,500 for the temporary easement.  The appraisal did not include any cost for the perimeter fence.  Based 
on estimates, the cost to move the fence will be $5,810.  The offer was rejected by the owner.  Through 
negotiation, the owner agreed to accept $43,500.  This amount is comprised of $34,190 ($1.79 per square 
foot) for the acquisition area, $3,500 for the temporary easement and $5,810 for the fencing.  This land 
value is within the range of the comparables in the appraisal.  The settlement avoids the risk associated 
with eminent domain and saves the City the associated administrative costs and time involved in the 
process.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source for the project is General Obligation Bonds and Federal 
funding with Federal funds used on some right of way acquisitions on a to be determined basis.  A budget 
of $44,500 is requested.  This includes $43,500 for the acquisition and $1,000 for title work, closing costs 
and, other administrative fees.   
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of these parcels is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by 
improving the traffic flow through a major transportation corridor.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the real estate agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the budget; 2) Approve 
the real estate purchase agreement; and 3) Authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments: Real estate agreement and tract maps. 
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Agenda Item No. II-8h 
CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Partial Acquisition of Land in the 1500 Block of South 151st Street West and 

Grant of Pipeline Easements for the West Kellogg Freeway Project (Districts IV 
and V) 

 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition.      
  
Background:  On January 6, 2009, the City Council approved the design concept for the Kellogg 
Freeway, between 111th Street West and 143rd Street West.  The proposed improvements include 
widening the freeway from two lanes in each direction to three lanes in each direction, frontage roads, and 
grade separation at 119th Street West and 135th Street West.  There are 43 tracts which will be impacted 
by the project.  The properties consist of single-family residences, commercial properties, vacant land, 
and billboards.  The property located in the 1500 Block of South 151st Street West is owned by OneOk, 
Inc.  The onsite improvements consist of a high pressure gas line and booster station; these improvements 
are owned by Kansas Gas Service, a division of OneOk, Inc. 
 
It is necessary to acquire the east 85 feet of the subject property.  The total acquisition area encompasses 
4,249.92 square feet.  The improvements will be reset to the remainder of the site and two new pipeline 
easements into the site must be established.   
 
Analysis:  The owner agreed to accept the appraised offer of $30,000 or $7 per square foot for the land.  
On January 12, 2012, the City Council approved two Utility Agreements with Kansas Gas Service for the 
relocation of the improvements.  To facilitate the site, a pipeline easement along the new 151st Street 
right-of-way line is required together with a second pipeline easement along the north and west lines of 
the city-owned property.  There is no cost for the easements.     
 
Financial Considerations:  A budget of $31,000 is requested.  This includes $30,000 for the acquisition 
and $1,000 for the closing costs and other administrative costs.   The funding source is Local Sales Tax 
(LST) and, State and Federal grant funds administered by the Kansas Department of Transportation.  
  
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of this easement is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by 
improving an arterial street through a developed part of the City. 
  
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the contract as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the Budget; 2) Approve 
the Real Estate Purchase Agreement; and 3) Authorize the necessary signatures.  

 
Attachments:  Aerial map and real estate purchase agreement. 
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Agenda Item No. II-8i 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   Partial Acquisition of 2121 North 135th Street West for the 135th Street from 13th  

Street to 21st Street Improvement Project (District V) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition.    
  
Background:  On April 19, 2011, the City Council approved funding to acquire right-of-way for a 
project to improve 135th Street West from 13th Street North to 21st Street North.  The improvements will 
consist of widening the two lane road to three lanes.  A center lane will be improved with a two-way, left 
turn lane and landscaped medians.  Landscaping will be installed within available right of way.  Ditches 
will be replaced with a storm water sewer system and sidewalks will be built along both the east and west 
side of 135th.  The intersection at 135th Street and 21st Street will be improved with left turn lanes in each 
direction.  Traffic signalization will be installed at the intersection if warranted at the time of construction.  
To facilitate the project, it is necessary to acquire the easterly twenty feet of the property identified as 
2121 North 135th Street West.  The proposed acquisition is a 25 foot wide strip and consists of 7,635 
square feet.  The property is improved with a single-family residential property.  The site is improved 
with a 1,400 square foot, three bedroom ranch style house and shop building.   
 
Analysis:  The owner rejected the estimated appraised value of $13,360, or $1.75 per square foot.  At the 
time of valuation, it was not known that the septic and lateral field is located south and east of the house.  
A portion of the lateral field is located within the proposed acquisition area.  Through negotiation, the 
owner agreed to convey the necessary right-of-way for $54,075.  This amount is comprised of $38,175 (or 
$5 per square foot for the land) and $15,900 as damages to the septic system.  The increase in land value 
takes into consideration the potential for commercial development and negates any proximity issues.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source is General Obligations Bonds.   A budget of $55,575 is 
requested.  This includes $54,075 for the acquisition and $1,500 for closing costs and related charges.      
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of this easement is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by 
improving an arterial street through a developed part of the City. 
  
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the real estate purchase agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the contract; 2) 
Approve the budget; and 3) Authorize all necessary signatures.   
 
Attachments:  Aerial map, tract map and real estate purchase agreement.  
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Agenda Item No. II-8j 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Partial acquisition of Property at the Intersection of Curtis and Hoover for the 

Interstate 235 Floodway Crossing/13th Street Interchange Project (Districts V and 
VI) 

  
INITIATED BY: Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the acquisition. 

 
Background:  On March 1, 2011, the City Council approved the design concept to construct an 
interchange at Interstate 235 (I-235) and 13th Street North and associated street improvements.  On May 
24, 2011, the City Council approved funding to complete project design and provide funding for right-of-
way acquisition.    The improvements include relocating Hoover Road and developing a partial 
interchange for 13th Street North and I-235.  The project will require the acquisition of all or part of 23 
tracts.  One of the tracts is a 747,865 square foot condominium development.  The project will require 
17,737 square feet of the common area as well as a 1,325 square foot temporary easement. 
 
Analysis:  The parcel was appraised at $10,800 consisting of $10,600 ($.60 per square foot) for the land 
and $200 for the temporary easement.  Due to changes in proximity to the highway, it was determined 
that a barrier wall was required.  The cost of the wall along with the cost to relocate fencing, landscaping 
and irrigation is estimated at $204,280.  The owner has accepted the amount.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source for the project is General Obligation Bonds.  A budget of 
$216,080 is requested.  This includes $215,080 for the acquisitions and $1,000 for title work, surveys, 
closing costs, and other administrative fees.   
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of these parcels is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by 
improving the traffic flow through a major transportation corridor.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the real estate agreement as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council; 1) Approve the budget; 2) Approve 
the real estate purchase agreement; and 3) Authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments:  Aerial map, real estate agreement, and tract map.  
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 DEPARTMENT OF LAW 
 INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 

 
TO: Karen Sublett, City Clerk 

FROM: Gary E. Rebenstorf, Director of Law 

SUBJECT: Report on Claims for December, 2011 

DATE:  January 11, 2012 

 
The following claims were approved by the Law Department during the month of December, 
2011. 
 
   Black Hills Energy, Inc.   $2,300.29 
   Bridges, Melissa    $   156.68 
   First Student, Inc.    $   310.70 
   Kansas Gas Service    $   885.23 
   Klingenberg, Lester    $3,994.21 
   Koehn, Kendal    $1,508.45 
   Saad, H. Linda    $   160.95 
   Sims, Joni     $3,430.00 
   Twin Lakes Apartments   $   150.00  
   
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*City Manager Approval 
** Settled for lesser amount than claimed  
***Settled for more than amount claimed 
 
cc: Robert Layton, City Manager 
 Kelly Carpenter, Director of Finance 
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          Agenda Item No.  II-12 
       

 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
 February 7, 2012 

 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Cooperative Agreement with Heartland PTAC  
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Finance  
 
AGENDA:  Consent  
 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
 
Recommendation:  Approve the 2012 Letter of Commitment and proposed budget; authorize necessary budget 
adjustments and signatures for cooperative agreement. 

Background:  The City of Wichita is committed to ensuring equal opportunity, promoting diversity and 
enhancing economic opportunities for Emerging and Disadvantaged businesses.  It is the policy and 
commitment of the City of Wichita to provide Emerging and Disadvantaged businesses the maximum 
opportunity to participate in, compete for and be utilized by the City of Wichita in its procurement of goods and 
services.   

The Finance Department/Purchasing Division is continuously striving to find ways to enhance and improve the 
Emerging and Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program.  The cooperative agreement between Heartland 
PTAC Missouri Southern State University and the City of Wichita as a sub-contractor increases procurement 
with the Kansas opportunities for Kansas businesses by providing comprehensive technical assistance to 
businesses interested in selling their goods and services to the federal government.  The Kansas Subcenter 
Director, Ross Draney is located at City Hall in the Purchasing Division for accessibility for our local firms.  

The mission of Heartland PTAC (HPTAC) is to identify Missouri and Kansas businesses with the potential for 
market expansion through Department of Defense (DoD) and other government procurement opportunities and 
assist those viable companies in becoming successful DoD and government contractors.  This expands the 
industrial base and increases competition of DoD goods, which reduces the cost of maintaining a strong national 
security, and also enhances the economies of Missouri and Kansas.   

Another important component of Heartland PTAC is the development of linkages with other programs at the 
federal, state, and local level.  This program works in close cooperation with the Missouri and Kansas Small 
Business Development Centers (SBDCs’) full services and technology centers.  This allows participating firms 
to receive a full range of business development services, including business management assistance, product 
development and technology transfer. 

Analysis:  The Finance Department/Purchasing Division will be a sub contractor with Heartland PTAC 
Missouri Southern State University with the Kansas Subcenter Director located in the City’s Purchasing Offices.  
This collaboration increases the range of business development services that are offered by the Emerging and 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program.  The services that Heartland PTAC provides include general 
procurement counseling, assistance with bidder application forms, matching of products and/or services with 
appropriate buying activities, bid package review, pre-award and post-award assistance, and providing 
specifications and other information needed to complete government bids.  Without this assistance, many of the 
program’s clients might not consider entering the federal government market. 
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Financial Considerations:  Total cost to the City for the 12-month agreement is $ $30,771 in non-federal, in-
kind matching funds.  The existing EBE program budget already established and included within the Purchasing 
Division budget is eligible to provide the match.  The City of Wichita as a sub-contractor will receive $9,878 of 
federal Procurement Technical Assistance Program (PTAP) funds from Missouri Southern State University.  
Authorize budget transfer to grant project for this cooperative agreement. 

Goal Impact:  The Economic Vitality and Affordable Living Goal is impacted as Wichita area businesses have 
accesses to potential market expansion through government procurement opportunities, enhancing the quality 
and diversity of jobs and providing opportunities for the City to partner with economic development 
stakeholders.  

Legal Considerations:  The 2012 Letter of Commitment has been reviewed and approved as to form by the 
Law Department. 

Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council continue its relationship as a sub-
contractor with Heartland PTAC Missouri Southern State University, approve the 2012 Letter of Commitment 
and proposed budget, and authorize the necessary budget adjustments and signatures. 

Attachments:  Submittal 2012 Letter of Commitment and proposed budget. 
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Letter of Commitment 
Procurement Technical Assistance Program (PTAP) 

 
This letter is to certify that the cash and/or in-kind contribution(s) described below are 

committed to the                                                                                       PTAC.  The contributions 

described will be made available to the PTAC between the dates of                             and      

             .  The undersigned further certifies that there is no expectation of compensation 

in return for the donations described such as a requirement that the contribution(s) be made as a 

provision in a contract or purchase order. 

Donor Organization: ___City of Wichita____________________________________ 

Address: _455 N. Main, 12th Floor, Wichita, Kansas, 67202_____________________________ 

Representative’s Signature: ___________________________________ Date: _01/16/2012_____ 

Name & Title of Representative: _Melinda Walker, Purchasing Manager___________________ 

Phone: _316.268.4411_______ 

 
 
 
 
 
List each individual in-kind contribution below.  Contributions should be fully explained to show 
how their value is determined.  Use a continuation sheet if necessary. 
 

List In-kind Donation(s)  
(e.g., Services, Goods, or Facilities Provided) 

Value Determination 
(e.g., rate * hrs or sq.ft * $/sq.ft) Total Value 

Salaries & Fringe See Attached $23,250 
Travel See Attached $1,200 
Other See Attached $6,321 

   
   
   
   

 
 
* Note: The PTAC must attach a document to describe the basis for valuing each in-kind 
donation in a clear manner such as the following: 3 bids or quotes in response to a competitive 
procurement process for similar cost items, sales literature, price catalogs, published schedules, 
independent appraisal of comparable space, rates paid for similar work within the host 
organization, or documented pricing for similar cost items previously paid for by the host 
organization. 

Total cash contribution: $1,200 
Total in-kind contribution: $29,571 
Total of cash and in-kind: $30,771 

1/31/2013 

2/1/2012 

MSSU/Heartland 
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STATEMENT FOR 2012 PROPOSED BUDGET OF CITY OF WICHITA: 
  We understand we are applying for 2012 budget for the federal Procurement Technical 
Assistance (PTA) funds from Missouri Southern State University.  In return we will provide 
the following non-federal matching funds: 
 

Objective Cost 
Category 

Federal Cash 
Match 

In-
Kind 

Total 
Budget 

a) Personnel 5,526  16,577 22,103 
b) Fringe Benefits 2,224  6,673 8,897 
c) Travel 1,285 1,200  2,485 
d) Equipment     
e) Supplies     
f) Contractual Fees     
g) Other 843  6,321 7,164 
TOTALS 9,878 1,200 29,571 40,649 

  
b) Fringe Benefits are determined by costs of Social Security (7.65%), 
retirement/pension 10.2%), Workers’ Compensation (.54%), unemployment 
compensation (.20%), health insurance ($11,749/yr), and life insurance (.40%).  
Personnel costs are based on negotiated percentages, which are 35% of Chris Haislett 
salary and 5% of Melinda Walker salary.   
c) Travel for the Spring and/or Fall APTAC Conference.  City Cash Match $1,200 
g) Telephone line charges, instrument charges and long distance services @ $940 
annually. Data Center Charges for computer access, Personal Computer networked @ 
$156 per month, Software Charges @ $160 per month for annual cost of $3,792 and 
for printing charges on network printer @ $84 annually with a cost per copy charge of 
.05 cents per copy, 100% for MSSU FTE @ $4,816, 35% for Chris Haislett at $1,686.   
Parking charges of $20 per month totaling $240 annually for access into the City 
Employee parking garage for the Wichita Subcenter Director MSSU Full Time 
Employee.  Office space for Chris Haislett of 105 sq. ft. @ 11.50 per sq. ft. per year 
for 35% for Chris Hailseltt a total of $422 annually. 
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 Agenda Item No. II-13 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
February 7, 2012 

 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Sidewalk Repair and Sidewalk Cleaning Assessment Program  
 (Districts I, II, III and VI) 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA: Consent 
 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the Assessments and Ordinances. 
 
Background: State law and City policy provide that sidewalk maintenance is the responsibility of 
abutting property owners. When sidewalk trip hazards are identified, property owners are required to 
make repairs with a contractor or with the City’s contractor, or clean the sidewalk if needed.  Property 
owners who use the City’s contractor have the opportunity to spread the cost over five years as a special 
assessment. 
 
Sidewalks are condemned in all districts and then listed in a logical order for the contractor to repair.  
This list of sidewalk repairs includes four districts.   The lists do not go to the City Council until the 
sidewalks have been repaired. 
 
Analysis:   Ordinances have been prepared to establish authority to use special assessment funding for 
the current list of repaired and cleaned sidewalks. 
 
Financial Considerations:  Statements of Charges will be mailed to the property owners on February 
17, 2012.  The property owners have 30 days from date of statement to pay their assessment and avoid 
paying interest.  The interest added to the principal amount will be determined by the rate at the February 
2012 bond sale.  The principal and interest will then be spread over 5-years and placed on the 2012 tax 
roll. 
 
Goal Impact:  This program addresses the Dynamic Core Area and Vibrant Neighborhood goals and the 
Ensure Efficient Infrastructure goal by reducing sidewalk trip hazards and improving the appearance of 
sidewalks.  
 
Legal Considerations:  The ordinances have been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the proposed Assessments 
and place the Ordinances on first reading. 
 
Attachments:  Property Address – Special Assessment. 
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PIN # Geo Code # Property Address Total Cost District # 

176714 C-31392 1062 N Armour $262.00 2 
177484 C-32375 1070 N Armour $332.40 2 
177483 C-32374 1072 N Armour $135.60 2 
177482 C-32373 1074 N Armour $335.60 2 
193688 C-46659 Rock Rd (W side, N of Champions) $124.40 2 
193689 C-46660 Rock Rd (W side, S of Champions) $151.60 2 
193111 C-46131 Rock Rd (W side, N of Mulberry) $316.40 2 
135052 C-00280-02UP Rock Rd (W side, S of Champions) $318.00 2 
193076 C-46102 Rock Rd (W side, S of Mulberry) $150.00 2 
188494 C-42299-0001 3420 N Rock Rd $214.00 2 
188498 C-42299-0005 3450 N Rock Rd $406.00 2 
188499 C-42299-0006 Pond just N of 3450 N Rock Rd $426.80 2 
539849 C-59748 3526 N Rock Rd $586.80 2 
539850 C-59749 3530 N Rock Rd $313.20 2 
327144 C-50439 3553 N Rock Rd $399.60 1 
196770 C-49520 3527 N Rock Rd $231.60 1 
467603 C-50434-0001 3505 N Rock Rd $436.40 1 
525066 C-58888 6314/16 E Ironhorse (on Woodlawn) $511.60 1 
184543 C-39209 5704 E Ayesbury (on Edgemoor) $134.00 1 
184542 C-39208 5705 E Mainsgate (on Edgemoor) $1,230.00 1 
186533 C-40789 5604 E Mainsgate $300.40 1 
180409 C-35567 7404 Killarney (on Lawrence Ln) $260.40 2 
180395 C-35553 702 N Lawrence Ln $727.60 2 
180396 C-35554 710 N Lawrence Ln $262.00 2 
180400 C-35558 802 N Lawrence Ln $271.60 2 
180405 C-35563 902 N Lawrence Ln $223.00 2 
180406 C-35564 910 N Lawrence Ln $393.20 2 
180407 C-35565 918 N Lawrence Ln $198.00 2 
180408 C-35566 926 N Lawrence Ln $266.80 2 
196993 C-49734 9306 E Pebblebrook $487.00 2 
167363 C-21883-0002 6428 E Cottonwood $230.00 2 
163696 C-17913 1103 S Christine $287.30 3 
163692 C-17909 1127 S Christine $132.40 3 
163691 C-17908 1133 S Christine $135.60 3 
163690 C-17907 1139 S Christine $326.00 3 
163689 C-17906 1145 S Christine $194.80 3 
163688 C-17905 1151 S Christine $302.00 3 
163687 C-17904 1157 S Christine $270.00 3 
164833 C-19171 1226 S Christine $260.40 3 
164834 C-19172 1220 S Christine $201.20 3 
164835 C-19173 1214 S Christine $292.40 3 
164836 C-19174 1208 S Christine $252.60 3 
164837 C-19175 1202 S Christine $338.50 3 
164839 C-19177 1156 S Christine $198.00 3 
164840 C-19178 1150 S Christine $210.50 3 
164841 C-19179 1144 S Christine $142.00 3 
164842 C-19180 1138 S Christine $327.60 3 
164843 C-19181 1132 S Christine $134.00 3 
164845 C-19183 1120 S Christine $249.20 3 
164846 C-19184 1114 S Christine $263.60 3 
164848 C-19186 1102 S Christine $130.80 3 
170330 C-24892-0001 2008 S Green Acres Dr $278.00 3 
170331 C-24894-0001 2014 S Green Acres Dr $262.00 3 
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170332 C-24895-0001 2020 S Green Acres Dr $600.30 3 
170333 C-24896-0001 2026 S Green Acres Dr $524.40 3 
170334 C-24897-0001 2032 S Green Acres Dr $345.20 3 
170335 C-24898-0001 2038 S Green Acres Dr $201.20 3 
170337 C-24901 2054 S Green Acres Dr $135.60 3 
163484 C-17701 1700 S Elpyco Ave, Funston to Osie $16,164.00 3 

 
PIN # Geo Code # Property Address Total Cost District # 
137297 C-01531-0002 2001 N Piatt 199.71 1 
112702 A-12673 3455 N Broadway 181.55 6 
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132100        6 Affidavits 
6734 A82551 
 
 

Published In The Wichita Eagle on  February 17, 2012 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-202 
 
 
  AN ORDINANCE MAKING A SPECIAL ASSESSMENT TO PAY FOR THE  
  IMPROVEMENT OF AND PROVIDING A TAX LEVY FOR THE COST OF  
  CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALKS IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 
  
  BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF  
  WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
  SECTION 1.  That the sum set opposite each of the following lots, pieces, tracts and 
parcels of land or ground herein specified, be and the same are hereby levied to pay the cost of 
construction of sidewalks abutting the same: 
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Legal of Parcel in Benefit District Assessment 

THAT PART NE1/4 LY E OF WILLOWBEND 7TH ADD. & LY S OF 
WILLOWBEND 5TH ADD EXC WILLOWBEND 4TH ADD. & EXC ROCK RD. 
SEC 30-26-2E 

318.00 

    

RESERVE H & 1/2 VAC ST ADJ ON N BUILDER'S 3RD. ADD. 16,164.00 

    

LOT 11 BLOCK 7 PURCELL'S 6TH. ADD. 270.00 

    

LOT 12 BLOCK 7 PURCELL'S 6TH. ADD. 302.00 

    

1OT 13 BLOCK 7 PURCELL'S 6TH. ADD. 194.80 

    

LOT 14 BLOCK 7 PURCELL'S 6TH. ADD. 326.00 

    

LOT 15 BLOCK 7 PURCELL'S 6TH ADD. 135.60 

    

LOT 16 BLOCK 7 PURCELL'S 6TH. ADD. 132.40 

    

LOT 20 BLOCK 7 PURCELL'S 6TH. ADD. 287.30 

    

LOT 1 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 260.40 

    

LOT 2 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 201.20 

    

LOT 3 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 292.40 

    

LOT 4 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH ADD 252.60 

    

LOT 5 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 338.50 

    

LOT 7 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 198.00 

    

LOT 8 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 210.50 
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LOT 9 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 142.00 

    

LOT 10 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 327.60 

    

LOT 11 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 134.00 

    

LOT 13 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 249.20 

    

LOT 14 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 263.60 

    

LOT 16 BLOCK 1 PURCELL'S 7TH. ADD. 130.80 

    

TH PT RES A BEG 244.78 FT E SW COR RES A NLY 51.85 FT NELY 93.15 
FT N 23 FT TO N LI RES A E 34 FT S 82 FTSELY 29.26 FT SLY 65.67 FT 
TO S LI RES A WLY 108 FT TO BEG. EASTRIDGE 2ND ADD. 

230.00 

    

SW 6 FT LOT 1 - ALL LOT 2 & NE 2 FTLOT 3 BLOCK H RESERVE ADD. 278.00 

    

SW 48 FT LOT 3 & NE 10 FT LOT 4 BLOCK H RESERVE ADD. 262.00 

    

SW 40 FT LOT 4 & NE 18 FT LOT 5 BLOCK H RESERVE ADD. 600.30 

    

SW 32 FT LOT 5 & NE 26 FT LOT 6 BLOCK H RESERVE ADD. 524.40 

    

SW 24 FT LOT 6 & NE 34 FT LOT 7 BLOCK H RESERVE ADD. 345.20 

    

SW 16 FT LOT 7 & NE 42 FT LOT 8 BLOCK H RESERVE ADD. 201.20 

    

LOT 10 BLOCK H RESERVE ADD. 135.60 

    

LOT 2 BLOCK 5 2ND. ADD. TO PINE VALLEY ESTATES 262.00 

    

LOT 1 & N 16 INCH LOT 2 BLOCK 5 3RD. ADD. TO PINE VALLEY 
ESTATES 

335.60 

    

LOT 2 EXC N 16 INCHES BLOCK 5 3RD. ADD. TO PINE VALLEY ESTATES 135.60 
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LOT 3 BLOCK 5 3RD. ADD. TO PINE VALLEY ESTATES 332.40 

    

LOT 1 BLOCK D WOODLAWN VILLAGE 3RD. ADD. 727.60 

    

LOT 2 BLOCK D WOODLAWN VILLAGE 3RD. ADD. 262.00 

    

LOT 6 BLOCK D WOODLAWN VILLAGE 3RD. ADD. 271.60 

    

LOT 11 BLOCK D WOODLAWN VILLAGE 3RD. ADD. 223.00 

    

LOT 12 BLOCK D WOODLAWN VILLAGE 3RD. ADD. 393.20 

    

LOT 13 BLOCK D WOODLAWN VILLAGE 3RD. ADD. 198.00 

    

LOT 14 BLOCK D WOODLAWN VILLAGE 3RD. ADD. 266.80 

    

BLOCK E WOODLAWN VILLAGE 3RD. ADD. EXEMPT NO. 3223-0 260.40 

    

LOT 7 BLOCK 1 WOODLAWN PLACE 3RD. ADD. 1,230.00 

    

LOT 8 BLOCK 1 WOODLAWN PLACE 3RD. ADD. 134.00 

    

LOT 10 BLOCK 2 WOODLAWN PLACE 5TH. ADD. 300.40 

    

S 215 FT LOT 1 EXC E 391.81 FT BLOCK 5 STONEHEDGE ADD. 214.00 

    

BEG 436 FT N SW COR LOT 1 E 332.42 FT S 188.15 FT E 80 FT SE 75.38 
FT W 406 FT NW 42.43 FT W 44.11 FT N 190 FT TO BEG BLOCK 5 
STONEHEDGE ADD. 1.72A M/L 

406.00 

    

BEG NW COR LOT 1 E 425.09 FT S 35 FT SW 277.5 FT S 9.07 FT W 
245.38 FT N 256.3 FT TO BEG BLOCK 5 STONEHEDGE ADD. 

426.80 

    

RESERVE A EXC BEG NW COR LOT 29 TH N 30 FT E 79.45 FT SE 104.20 
FT SW 28 FT TO ELY COR LOT 29 NW 89.02 FT W 68.30 FT TO BEG 
BLOCK 1 WILLOWBEND THIRD ADD 

150.00 
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RESERVE A WILLOWBEND FOURTH ADD. 316.40 

    

RESERVE A WILLOWBEND FIFTH ADD. 124.40 

    

RESERVE B WILLOWBEND FIFTH ADD. 151.60 

    

LOT 4 BLOCK 1 COMOTARA POWER CENTER ADD. 231.60 

    

LOT 24 BLOCK 5 PEBBLEBROOK ADD. 487.00 

    

LOT 6 BLOCK 1 COMOTARA POWER CENTER 2ND. ADD. 399.60 

    

THAT PART LOT 1 BEG NE COR LOT 4 SAID LOT TH N 224.42 FT W 250 
FT S 224.42 FT E 250 FT TO BEG BLOCK 1 COMOTARA POWER 
CENTER 2ND ADD 

436.40 

    

LOT 36 BLOCK 1 IRONHORSE AT OXFORD ADD. 511.60 

    

LOT 1 BLOCK A STONEHEDGE 3RD ADD. 586.80 

    

LOT 2 BLOCK A STONEHEDGE 3RD ADD. 313.20 
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  SECTION 2.  The costs of constructing, reconstructing, and repairing abutting 
sidewalks hereof have been financed out of funds provided for in the maintenance of street 
general improvement fund.  The sums so assessed and apportioned against the several lots and 
parcels of land as set out in Section 1 hereof and not paid within thirty (30) days from the date of 
publication of this ordinance shall be collected by special assessment upon the property liable 
therefor in five installments, the first of said installments to be extended upon the tax roll for the 
year 2012, and one installment for each year thereafter for the full term of five years, each special 
installment shall include interest at the rate not to exceed the rate allowed by law and authorized 
by the City of Wichita Charter Ordinance No. 88 for projects funded from the maintenance of 
streets general improvement fund.  Special assessment installments shall be certified to the 
County Clerk and shall be levied and collected in the same manner as other taxes. 
 
  SECTION 3.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage and publication once in the official City paper.  
 
  ADOPTED, at Wichita, Kansas, this 14th day of February, 2012. 
 
 
 
 
    
   Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, Director of Law 
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132100        6 Affidavits 
6741 A82881 
 

Published In The Wichita Eagle on  February 17, 2012 
 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-203 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE MAKING A SPECIAL ASSESSMENT TO PROVIDE A TAX 
LEVY FOR THE COST OF SIDEWALK CLEANING IN THE CITY OF 
WICHITA, KANSAS. 

  
  BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF  
  WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 
  SECTION 1.  That the sum set opposite each of the following lots, pieces, tracts and 
parcels of land or ground herein specified, be and the same are hereby levied to pay the cost of 
sidewalk cleaning: 
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Legal of Parcel in Benefit District Assessment 

LOTS 25-26-27-28-29 EXC E 25 FT FORST BLOCK 11 JONES PARK ADD. 181.55 

    

LOTS 93-95 PIATT AVE. PARKVIEW ADD. 199.71 
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  SECTION 2.  The costs of cleaning sidewalks hereof have been financed out of funds 
provided for in the maintenance of street general improvement fund.  The sums so assessed and 
apportioned against the several lots and parcels of land as set out in Section 1 hereof and not paid 
within thirty (30) days from the date of publication of this ordinance shall be collected by special 
assessment upon the property liable therefor in five installments, the first of said installments to 
be extended upon the tax roll for the year 2012, and one installment for each year thereafter for 
the full term of five years, each special installment shall include interest at the rate not to exceed 
the rate allowed by law and authorized by the City of Wichita Charter Ordinance No. 88 for 
projects funded from the maintenance of streets general improvement fund.  Special assessment 
installments shall be certified to the County Clerk and shall be levied and collected in the same 
manner as other taxes. 
 
  SECTION 3.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage and publication once in the official City paper.  
 
  ADOPTED, at Wichita, Kansas, this 14th day of February, 2012. 
 
 
 
 
    
   Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, Director of Law 
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                                                                                                             Agenda Item No. II-14 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 

TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: South Meridian Corridor Plan Contract 
 
INITIATED BY: Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (WAMPO) 
 
AGENDA: City Council (Consent) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  As fiscal agent, approve contract with Baughman Company, P.A. for the South 
Meridian Corridor Plan consulting services. 

Background:  On October 11, 2011, the WAMPO Transportation Policy Body (TPB) directed staff to 
pursue a contract with consultants to develop the South Meridian Corridor Plan.  The extent of the South 
Meridian Corridor Plan is on South Meridian Avenue in Haysville and unincorporated Sedgwick County 
from ¼ mile north of 55th St. South to 1/8 mile south of 95th St. South.  The preferred vender, Baughman 
Company, P.A. was selected for the South Meridian Corridor Plan consulting services.  Attached is the 
contract between WAMPO and Baughman Company, P.A. to provide the desired services. 

Analysis:  The City of Wichita is the fiscal agent for the WAMPO.  Professional consulting services are 
sought to develop the South Meridian Corridor Plan.  The results of the South Meridian Corridor Plan 
will provide mechanisms to guide development and future transportation improvements. 

Three (3) proposals were received in response to the Request for Proposals (RFP).  Baughman Company, 
P.A. was chosen by the 12 member consultant selection committee comprised of representatives from the 
Kansas Department of Transportation, WAMPO Transportation Policy Body, Technical Advisory 
Committee, Cities of Wichita and Haysville, Wichita Transit Advisory Board, Sedgwick County 
Association of Cities, and WAMPO staff. 
 
Financial Considerations:  This contract is for a total not to exceed $61,500.  WAMPO’s federal 
Consolidated Planning Grant (CPG) funds will be used to pay 80 percent of the costs associated with the 
contractual services ($49,200).  A combination of Federal Fund Exchange (FFE) and Kansas Department 
of Transportation (KDOT) toll credits will account for the 20 percent matching funds ($12,300). 
 
Goal Impact:  Efficient infrastructure. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department and approved the contract as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the selection of 
Baughman Company, P.A. to complete the South Meridian Corridor Plan and authorize the necessary 
signatures to execute the contract as the fiscal agent for the WAMPO. 
 
Attachment: Consultant contract 
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AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

 

 

 

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into this ____ day of ________, 2012, by and between the 
Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization, (hereinafter referred to as “the Client”), and 
Baughman Company, P.A., (hereinafter referred to as “the Consultant”). 
WHEREAS, the Client wants to contract for services to support the development of a South Meridian 
Corridor Plan, has publicly solicited proposals for the same, and the Consultant has presented the 
best combination of services from among the vendors presenting proposals.  Therefore, the Client 
wishes to contract with the Consultant for those services.  The Agreement is financed in part with 
funding from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA).  The services performed under any resulting agreement shall comply with all federal, state, and 
the City of Wichita laws and regulations.  In addition, this Agreement will be subject to the 
requirements of 49 CFR 18 and cost eligibility reimbursement will be subject to 48 CFR 31.2; and 
WHEREAS, the Consultant has the knowledge, experience, and expertise in transportation planning to 
undertake this Project on behalf of the Client; and 
WHEREAS, the Client desires to retain the services of the Consultant to provide support in the 
development and completion of the South Meridian Corridor Plan. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 
1.  DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES.  The Consultant will provide the services and deliver the 
documents required to complete the South Meridian Corridor Plan as outlined in the Scope of Services 
set forth in Exhibit C and as follows. 

A. To make available during regular office hours, all calculations, maps, drawings, and all other 
appropriate forms of representation such as the Client may wish to examine periodically 
during performance of this Agreement. 

B. To attend meetings with the Client and other local, state, and federal agencies as necessitated 
by the Scope of Services as set forth in Exhibit C, which by this reference is incorporated and 
made a part of this Agreement. 

C. To save and hold the Client harmless against all suits, claims, and losses arising from or 
caused by errors, omissions, or negligent acts of the Consultant, its agents, servants, 
employees, or subcontractors occurring in the performance of its services under this 
Agreement. 

D. To maintain books, documents, papers, accounting records, and other evidence pertaining to 
costs incurred by the Consultant and, where relevant to method of payment, to make such 
material available to the Client. 

E. To comply with all federal, state, and local laws, ordinances, and regulations applicable to the 
work, including Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

F. To be responsible for the professional and technical accuracies and the coordination of all 
designs, maps and presentations, drawings, specifications, plans, and/or other work or 
material furnished by the Consultant under this Agreement.  The Consultant further agrees 
that all designs, drawings, specifications, plans, and other work or material furnished by the 
Consultant, its agents, employees, and subcontractors, under this Agreement, including any 
additions, alterations, or amendments thereof, shall be free from negligent errors or omissions. 
 

2.  PERFORMANCE OF SERVICES.  The Consultant shall determine the manner in which its services 
hereunder are to be performed and the specific hours to be worked in performing such services; 
provided, the Consultant will provide requested services and delivered documents as agreed between 
the Client and the Consultant in Exhibit C. 
 

South Meridian Corridor Plan 
 Consultant Agreement 
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3.  PROMPT PAYMENT.  The Client will compensate upon finding that services and deliverables 
provided by the Consultant are acceptable under the terms of the Agreement for the direct hours 
worked by the Consultant’s employee(s) at the rates set forth in Exhibit D, Fee Schedule, which by this 
reference is incorporated and made a part of this Agreement.  The Client will compensate the 
Consultant upon finding that costs are acceptable under the terms of the Agreement for material and 
other direct costs specified in the Scope of Services and for reasonable expenses, including travel, 
incurred as a direct result of the Consultant's performance of services.  The actual cost shall be 
incurred in conformity with the cost principles established in 23 CFR 172 and 48 CFR et seq.  Unless 
acceptable by the Client, the maximum cost not-to-exceed dollar amount for the compensation for 
services detailed in this Agreement is $61,500.  Final billing for the project including reimbursable 
expenses for the time they are productively engaged in work necessary to fulfill the terms of this 
Agreement must be submitted to the Client by December 14, 2012.  During the progress of work 
covered by this Agreement, payments will be made to the Consultant at intervals of 30 days based on 
the statements provided by the Consultant itemizing the number of hours of work performed, the 
percentage of the services hereunder completed, and in compliance with the Fee Schedule as set 
forth in Exhibit D, a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.  The Client 
will make payment within 30 calendar days of a reconciled and approved invoice reflecting 
deliverables as outlined by the scope of work.  The Consultant will negotiate with the Client if there are 
any changes in deliverable dates.  Furthermore, within 10 calendar days after receiving payment from 
the Client for approved, subcontract work, the Consultant shall pay subcontractors for their work. 
 
In addition, the Consultant agrees that; 
 

A. The reimbursement for the professional services required by this Agreement as stated in the 
scope will be based on the Consultant’s actual costs, which can be less than the estimated 
amount.  If additional work beyond the scope should be necessary, the Client will negotiate 
with the Consultant if there are any changes in the deliverables.  No additional work shall be 
performed nor shall additional compensation be paid except on the basis of a Supplemental 
Agreement duly entered into by the Client and the Consultant. 

B. The Client will inform the Consultant within 45 days of any dissatisfaction with deliverables or 
invoicing and will reimburse to the Consultant any withheld payment upon completion of the 
associated work effort to the Client’s satisfaction. 

C. The Client may withhold reimbursement of payment at the end of each 30-day cycle in the 
situation where deliverables applicable to the invoiced amount get delayed by more than two 
weeks without the Client’s approval.  Any payment withheld will be proportional to a 
reasonable estimate of the work effort that may be delayed.  Reimbursement will be made 
promptly upon completion of the associated services to the satisfaction of the Client. The 
Consultant will not be responsible or held liable for delays occasioned by the actions or 
inactions on the part of the Client or for other unavoidable delays beyond the control of the 
Consultant. 

D. At scheduled project meetings the Consultant will review with the Client the Consultant’s 
progress with regard to both completed and ongoing work efforts.  Progress will be assessed 
with regard to the status of completion of deliverables that are ongoing and the Consultant’s 
efforts to resolve issues that may affect schedule.  Deliverables as identified within the Scope 
of Services will be discussed as well as any known project issues that may be beyond the 
control of the Consultant that could affect the schedule.  The Client may withhold payment in 
part or in whole for services not completed or for which work progress is not proportional to 
the level of effort invoiced.  Any withheld payment will be proportional to the effort deemed 
necessary to bring the associated tasks or deliverables up to the level of effort that has been 
invoiced. 
 

4.  CASH BASIS AND BUDGET LAWS.  The right of the Client to enter into this Agreement is subject 
to the provisions of the Cash Basis Law (K.S.A. 10-1112 and 10-1113), the Budget Law (K.S.A. 79-
2935), and other applicable laws of the State of Kansas. This Agreement shall be construed and 
interpreted so as to ensure that the Client shall at all times stay in conformity with such laws, and as a 
condition of this Agreement the Client reserves the right to unilaterally sever, modify, or terminate this 
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Agreement at any time if, in the opinion of its legal counsel, the Agreement may be deemed to violate 
the terms of such laws. 
 
5.  INDEMNIFICATION AGREEMENT.  The Consultant agrees to fully indemnify, defend, and hold 
harmless the Client, its officers, employees, and volunteers from any and all loss, damage, liability, 
claim, demand, or cause of action whatsoever to the extent arising out of or resulting from or alleged 
to have arisen out of or have resulted from any negligent act or omission or willful misconduct of the 
Consultant, its officers, employees, independent contractors, or representatives in the performance of 
this Agreement. 
 
6.  TERM/TERMINATION.  This Agreement shall run for the life of the project effective the date of the 
final signature of this Agreement.  This Agreement shall terminate upon the satisfactory completion by 
the Consultant of the services and documents required to be provided hereunder, or at any time upon 
20 days written notice of cancellation by the Client.  Upon receipt of such notice of termination the 
Consultant shall discontinue and cause all such work to terminate upon the date specified in the notice 
from the Client.  The Consultant will be entitled to compensation for actual effort performed up to the 
date of termination.  Any invoice for completed work or termination claim must be submitted to the 
Client within thirty (30) days after the effective date of termination.  In the event of termination, such 
information prepared by the Consultant to carry out this Agreement, including data, studies, surveys, 
records, drawings, maps and reports shall, at the option of the Client, become the property of the 
Client and be immediately turned over to the Client. The Consultant shall be entitled to receive just 
and equitable compensation for any satisfactory work completed on such documents and other 
materials.  
 
7.  PROPRIETARY MATERIALS.  Upon the successful completion of Agreement, all data provided by 
the Client, and any new data collected by the Consultant under this Agreement will be returned to the 
Client.  The Consultant agrees to not keep copies of the provided or collected data after the successful 
completion of the Agreement for any other use, or transfer data to any other party without the written 
approval from the Client. 
 
8.  RELATIONSHIP OF PARTIES.  It is understood and agreed that the Consultant is an independent 
contractor. 
 
9.  NOTICES.  All notices required or permitted under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be 
deemed sufficient if delivered in person or deposited in the United States mail, postage prepaid, and 
addressed as follows: 
 
For the Client:  Brenton Holper  
   WAMPO 
   455 North Main, 10th Floor 
   Wichita, Kansas 67202 
 
For the Consultant: Russ Ewy 
   Baughman Company, P.A. 
   315 Ellis 
   Wichita, KS  67211 

 
10.  ENTIRE AGREEMENT.  This Agreement contains the entire agreement of the parties and there 
are no other promises or conditions in any other agreement, either oral or written.  This Agreement 
supersedes any prior written or oral agreement between the parties pertaining to the same subject 
matter. 
 
11.  AMENDMENT.  This Agreement may be modified or amended if the modification or amendment is 
made in writing and signed by the Client and the Consultant. 
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12.  SEVERABILITY.  If any provision of this Agreement shall be held to be invalid or unenforceable 
for any reason, the remaining provisions shall continue to be valid and enforceable.  If a court finds 
any provision of this Agreement is invalid or unenforceable, but by limiting the applicability of such 
provision the entire Agreement would be valid and enforceable, then such provision shall be deemed 
to be written, construed and enforced as limited. 
 
13.  NO WAIVER OF CONTRACTUAL RIGHTS.  The failure of either party to enforce any provision of 
this Agreement shall not be construed as a waiver or limitation of that party’s right to subsequently 
enforce and compel strict compliance with every provision of this Agreement. 
 
14.  APPLICABLE LAW.  This Agreement shall be governed by the law of the State of Kansas.  
Venue shall lie in Sedgwick County District Court.                      

 
15.  CONTRACTUAL PROVISIONS ATTACHMENT.  The Provisions found in Exhibit A (City of 
Wichita Revised Non-Discrimination and Equal Employment Opportunity/Affirmative Action Program 
Requirements Statement for Contracts or Agreements), Exhibit B (State of Kansas Department of 
Administration DA-146a (Rev. 1-01) Contractual Provisions Attachment, Exhibit E (DBE Special 
Attachment No. 1 – Title VI assurance), Exhibit F (DBE Provision 07-18-80-R26), and Exhibit G (DBE 
Provision 07-19-80-R12 (MPO), which is attached hereto, are hereby incorporated in this Agreement 
and made a part thereof, and are effective as to all parties.  All other exhibits, labeled Exhibit A 
through Exhibit G, to this Agreement are incorporated by reference and are as fully effective on all 
parties as if set forth here at length. 
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Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
 
By_________________________  _________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf    Date 
City Attorney, City of Wichita 
 

 
WICHITA AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION: 
 
 
 
 
_________________________   _________________________ 
Tim Norton     Date 
Transportation Policy Body Chairperson 
 
 
 

CITY OF WICHITA AS FISCAL AGENT: 
 
 
 
_________________________   _________________________ 
Carl Brewer     Date 
City of Wichita Mayor 
 

ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
_________________________   _________________________ 
John Schlegel     Date 
WAMPO Secretary 
 
 
 

Baughman Company, P.A. 
  
 
 
_________________________   _________________________ 
Philip J. Meyer     Date 
Vice President, Baughman Company P.A.
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EXHIBIT A 

 
 

REVISED NON-DISCRIMINATION AND 
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION PROGRAM 

REQUIREMENTS STATEMENT FOR CONTRACTS OR AGREEMENTS 
 
During the term of this Agreement, the contractor or subcontractor, vendor or supplier of the City, by 
whatever term identified herein, shall comply with the following Non-Discrimination -- Equal 
Employment Opportunity/Affirmative Action Program Requirements: 
 
A. During the performance of this Agreement, the contractor, subcontractor, vendor or supplier of 

the City, or any of its agencies, shall comply with all the provisions of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964, as amended:  The Equal Employment Opportunity Act of 1972; Presidential Executive 
Orders 11246, 11375, 11131; Part 60 of Title 41 of the Code of Federal Regulations; the Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act of 1967; the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and 
laws, regulations or amendments as may be promulgated there under. 

 
B. Requirements of the State of Kansas: 

1. The contractor shall observe the provisions of the Kansas Act against Discrimination 
(Kansas Statutes Annotated 44-1001, et seq.) and shall not discriminate against any 
person in the performance of work under the present Agreement because of race, 
religion, color, sex, disability, and age except where age is a bona fide occupational 
qualification, national origin or ancestry; 

2. In all solicitations or advertisements for employees, the contractor shall include the 
phrase, "Equal Opportunity Employer", or a similar phrase to be approved by the 
"Kansas Human Rights Commission"; 

3. If the contractor fails to comply with the manner in which the contractor reports to the 
"Kansas Human Rights Commission" in accordance with the provisions of K.S.A. 
1976 Supp. 44-1031, as amended, the contractor shall be deemed to have breached 
this Agreement and it may be canceled, terminated or suspended in whole or in part 
by the contracting agency; 

4. If the contractor is found guilty of a violation of the Kansas Act against Discrimination 
under a decision or order of the "Kansas Human Rights Commission" which has 
become final, the contractor shall be deemed to have breached the present 
Agreement, and it may be canceled, terminated or suspended in whole or in part by 
the contracting agency; 

5. The contractor shall include the provisions of Paragraphs 1 through 4 inclusive, of this 
Subsection B, in every subcontract or purchase so that such provisions will be binding 
upon such subcontractor or vendor. 

 
C. Requirements of the City of Wichita, Kansas, relating to Non-Discrimination -- Equal 

Employment Opportunity/Affirmative Action Program Requirements: 
1. The vendor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor shall practice Non-Discrimination -- 

Equal Employment Opportunity in all employment relations, including but not limited to 
employment, upgrading, demotion or transfer, recruitment or recruitment advertising, 
layoff or termination, rates of pay or other forms of compensation, and selection for 
training, including apprenticeship.  The vendor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor 
shall submit an Equal Employment Opportunity or Affirmative Action Program, when 
required, to the Department of Finance of the City of Wichita, Kansas, in accordance 
with the guidelines established for review and evaluation; 

 
2. The vendor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor will, in all solicitations or 

advertisements for employees placed by or on behalf of the vendor, supplier, 
contractor or subcontractor, state that all qualified applicants will receive consideration 
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for employment without regard to race, religion, color, sex, "disability, and age except 
where age is a bona fide occupational qualification", national origin or ancestry.  In all 
solicitations or advertisements for employees the vendor, supplier, contractor or 
subcontractor shall include the phrase, "Equal Opportunity Employer", or a similar 
phrase; 

 
3. The vendor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor will furnish all information and 

reports required by the Department of Finance of said City for the purpose of 
investigation to ascertain compliance with Non-Discrimination -- Equal Employment 
Opportunity Requirements.  If the vendor, supplier, contractor, or subcontractor fails to 
comply with the manner in which he/she or it reports to the City in accordance with the 
provisions hereof, the vendor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor shall be deemed 
to have breached the present Agreement, purchase order or agreement and it may be 
canceled, terminated or suspended in whole or in part by the City or its agency; and 
further Civil Rights complaints, or investigations may be referred to the State; 

  
4. The vendor, supplier, contractor or subcontractor shall include the provisions of 

Subsections 1 through 3 inclusive, of this present section in every subcontract, 
subpurchase order or subagreement so that such provisions will be binding upon each 
subcontractor, subvendor or subsupplier. 
 

5. If the contractor fails to comply with the manner in which the contractor reports to the 
Department of Finance as stated above, the contractor shall be deemed to have 
breached this Agreement and it may be canceled, terminated or suspended in whole 
or in part by the contracting agency; 

 
D. Exempted from these requirements are:   
 

1. Those contractors, subcontractors, vendors or suppliers who have less than four (4) 
employees, whose contracts, purchase orders or agreements cumulatively total less 
than five thousand dollars ($5,000) during the fiscal year of said City are exempt from 
any further Equal Employment Opportunity or Affirmative Action Program submittal. 

 
2. Those vendors, suppliers, contractors or subcontractors who have already complied 

with the provisions set forth in this section by reason of holding a contract with the 
Federal government or contract involving Federal funds; provided that such 
contractor, subcontractor, vendor or supplier provides written notification of a 
compliance review and determination of an acceptable compliance posture within a 
preceding forty-five (45) day period from the Federal agency involved. 
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EXHIBIT B 
 
 
State of Kansas  
Department of Administration  
DA-146a (Rev. 1-01) 
 

CONTRACTUAL PROVISIONS ATTACHMENT 
   
The parties agree that the following provisions are hereby incorporated into the Agreement to which it 
is attached and made a part thereof, said Agreement being the _____ day of ________ 2012. 
 
1. Terms Herein Controlling Provisions: It is expressly agreed that the terms of each and every 

provision in this attachment shall prevail and control over the terms of any other conflicting 
provision in any other document relating to and a part of the Agreement in which this attachment is 
incorporated. 

2. Agreement With Kansas Law: All contractual agreements shall be subject to, governed by, and 
construed according to the laws of the State of Kansas. 

3. Termination Due To Lack Of Funding Appropriation: If, in the judgment of the Director of 
Accounts and Reports, Department of Administration, sufficient funds are not appropriated to 
continue the function performed in this agreement and for the payment of the charges hereunder, 
State may terminate this agreement at the end of its current fiscal year. State agrees to give 
written notice of termination to contractor at least 30 days prior to the end of its current fiscal year, 
and shall give such notice for a greater period prior to the end of such fiscal year as may be 
provided in this Agreement, except that such notice shall not be required prior to 90 days before 
the end of such fiscal year. Contractor shall have the right, at the end of such fiscal year, to take 
possession of any equipment provided State under the Agreement. State will pay to the contractor 
all regular contractual payments incurred through the end of such fiscal year, plus contractual 
charges incidental to the return of any such equipment. Upon termination of the agreement by 
State, title to any such equipment shall revert to contractor at the end of State's current fiscal year. 
The termination of the Agreement pursuant to this paragraph shall not cause any penalty to be 
charged to the agency or the contractor. 

4. Disclaimer Of Liability: Neither the State of Kansas nor any agency thereof shall hold harmless or 
indemnify any contractor beyond that liability incurred under the Kansas Tort Claims Act (K.S.A. 
75-6101 et seq.). 

5. Anti-Discrimination Clause: The contractor agrees: (a) to comply with the Kansas Act Against 
Discrimination (K.S.A. 44-1001 et seq.) and the Kansas Age Discrimination in Employment Act 
(K.S.A. 44-1111 et seq.) and the applicable provisions of the Americans With Disabilities Act (42 
U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) (ADA) and to not discriminate against any person because of race, religion, 
color, sex, disability, national origin or ancestry, or age in the admission or access to, or treatment 
or employment in, its programs or activities; (b) to include in all solicitations or advertisements for 
employees, the phrase "equal opportunity employer"; (c) to comply with the reporting requirements 
set out at K.S.A. 44-1031 and K.S.A. 44-1116; (d) to include those provisions in every subcontract 
or purchase order so that they are binding upon such subcontractor or vendor; (e) that a failure to 
comply with the reporting requirements of (c) above or if the contractor is found guilty of any 
violation of such acts by the Kansas Human Rights Commission, such violation shall constitute a 
breach of contract and the Agreement may be cancelled, terminated or suspended, in whole or in 
part, by the contracting state agency or the Kansas Department of Administration; (f) if it is 
determined that the contractor has violated applicable provisions of ADA, such violation shall 
constitute a breach of contract and the Agreement may be cancelled, terminated or suspended, in 
whole or in part, by the contracting state agency or the Kansas Department of Administration.  
Parties to this Agreement understand that the provisions of this paragraph number 5 (with the 
exception of those provisions relating to the ADA) are not applicable to a contractor who employs 
fewer than four employees during the term of such Agreement or whose contracts with the 
contracting state agency cumulatively total $5,000 or less during the fiscal year of such agency. 
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6. Acceptance Of Contract: This Agreement shall not be considered accepted, approved or 
otherwise effective until the statutorily required approvals and certifications have been given. 

7. Arbitration, Damages, Warranties: Notwithstanding any language to the contrary, no interpretation 
shall be allowed to find the State or any agency or municipality thereof has agreed to binding 
arbitration, or the payment of damages or penalties upon the occurrence of a contingency. 
Further, the State of Kansas shall not agree to pay attorney fees and late payment charges 
beyond those available under the Kansas Prompt Payment Act (K.S.A. 75-6403), and no provision 
will be given effect which attempts to exclude, modify, disclaim or otherwise attempt to limit 
implied warranties of merchantability and fitness for a particular purpose. 

8. Representative's Authority To Contract: By signing this Agreement, the representative of the 
contractor thereby represents that such person is duly authorized by the contractor to execute this 
Agreement on behalf of the contractor and that the contractor agrees to be bound by the 
provisions thereof.  

9. Responsibility For Taxes: The State of Kansas shall not be responsible for, nor indemnify a 
contractor for, any federal, state or local taxes which may be imposed or levied upon the subject 
matter of this Agreement.  

10. Insurance: The State of Kansas shall not be required to purchase, any insurance against loss or 
damage to any personal property to which this Agreement relates, nor shall this Agreement 
require the State to establish a "self-insurance" fund to protect against any such loss or damage. 
Subject to the provisions of the Kansas Tort Claims Act (K.S.A. 75-6101 et seq.), the vendor or 
lessor shall bear the risk of any loss or damage to any personal property in which vendor or lessor 
holds title.  

11. Information: No provision of this Agreement shall be construed as limiting the Legislative 
Division of Post Audit from having access to information pursuant to K.S.A. 46-1101 et seq.  

12. The Eleventh Amendment: "The Eleventh Amendment is an inherent and incumbent protection 
with the State of Kansas and need not be reserved, but prudence requires the State to reiterate 
that nothing related to this Agreement shall be deemed a waiver of the Eleventh Amendment."  
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EXHIBIT C 

Scope of Services 
 
 
Task 1.1: Project management – the consultant will provide a project management plan that: 

 Integrates activities with the WAMPO Project Manager. 
 Includes a schedule that will meet all requirements contained in this RFP.  The schedule shall 

include tasks and subtasks to accommodate the project timeline, which has the project 
completed and final billings received by WAMPO by December 14, 2012. 

 Includes significant involvement with Haysville, Sedgwick County, WAMPO, KDOT, the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), and 
other state and federal agencies as appropriate. 

o Establish an Advisory Group (primarily consisting of elected/appointed officials). 
o Establish a Core Group (primarily consisting of technical staff) that will meet on a 

monthly basis to guide project development.  
o Bi-weekly project progress conference calls (which includes: WAMPO, City of 

Haysville, and the Consultant). 
 Includes time to attend and give presentations to City of Haysville and WAMPO committees. 
 Clearly indicates how the development of the South Meridian Corridor Plan will be performed, 

including timeline and milestones. 
 Suggests methods to communicate the South Meridian Corridor Plan process, analysis, 

decision making, conclusions, and recommendations in an understandable, meaningful 
manner. 

  
Deliverable: 
• Agendas and minutes for each meeting, circulated to team members 
 
Task 1.2: Project Kick-off Meeting – the consultant will: 

 Meet with the Core Group to finalize the schedule for the project as well as goals and 
expectations.  

 Identify critical success factors and goals WAMPO and City of Haysville want to achieve.  
 Finalize plans for meetings or workshops and additional elements of the community 

participation strategy. 
 
Deliverables: 

 Project schedule, team directory and work plan. 
 Memorandum outlining the goals and critical success factors for the project. 
 Memorandum outlining anticipated stakeholder involvement process. 
 Meeting minutes from the kick-off meeting. 

SOUTH MERIDIAN CORRIDOR PLAN 
Task 2 – Inventory and Analysis of Existing Conditions 
 
Task 2.1: Document Review & Data Collection – the consultant will: 

 Review and summarize all necessary existing planning and design documents in order to 
understand potential opportunities and constraints for the study area and how previous studies 
relate to the desire to create an improved transportation plan for the South Meridian Corridor.  

o Applicable documents may include:  
 City of Haysville Comprehensive Plan,  
 Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2035,  
 City of Haysville Safe Routes to School Plan,  
 South Area Transportation Study,  
 South Broadway Corridor Plan,  
 WAMPO Congestion Management Process,  
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 WAMPO Regional Pathways System Plan,  
 WAMPO Safety Plan, and  
 Sedgwick County Drainage Project No. D-21. 

 
Deliverables: 

 Summary memorandum of documents reviewed, outlining key recommendations, including 
ideas for related improvements that will guide the South Meridian Corridor study. 

 Summary memorandum outlining existing infrastructure in the South Meridian Corridor. 
 
Task 2.2: Existing Physical Conditions Analysis and Base Map Preparation – the consultant will: 

 Perform an existing conditions analysis, including the following information: 
o Existing land-use patterns. 
o Performing and under-performing uses in the neighborhood. 
o The condition of existing transportation infrastructure for all travel modes (including 

sidewalks). 
o Circulation and access (pedestrian, bicycle and vehicle). 
o Existing and planned entertainment uses in the area (impact of the new Kansas Star 

Casino). 
o Parks, public uses and open spaces; historic cultural resources. 
o Easements, setbacks, right of ways. 
o Future land uses and zoning. 
o Important viewsheds and scenic opportunities. 
o Access to utilities and infrastructure. 
o Traffic count information accident (crash) data. 
o Information concerning existing levels of service (LOS). 
o Current conditions and performance of traffic signals and signal spacing. 

 
 Map and diagram the items above. This will include the following: 

o Transportation facilities map, with right-of-way, lane widths and facilities for non-
motorized travel. 

o Existing zoning and land use maps. 
o Inventory and analysis drawing of existing pedestrian facilities. 
o Memorandum summarizing existing signage and wayfinding conditions. 

 
 Conduct an analysis of existing transportation patterns in the study corridor, for the following 

two travel modes: 
o Auto Circulation – Traffic counts will be used along with an assessment of the local 

street hierarchy and access patterns to define the existing functions of South Meridian 
(through traffic versus local access), key traffic generators, parking utilization patterns, 
and key access routes.  The Consultant will provide current traffic count information 
for the corridor and will supplement this data with any additional available traffic data 
from other sources. 

o Pedestrian Circulation – Pedestrian trip generators (land uses, transit stops, parking 
areas) will be inventoried.  Over the course of a weekday, counts and observations 
will be made on a mile-by-mile basis of pedestrian activity.  Barriers to pedestrian 
travel and overall pedestrian conditions (climate, interface with traffic, and 
compatibility of adjacent land uses) will be inventoried. 

SOUTH MERIDIAN CORRIDOR PLAN 
Task 2.3: Review of Existing Infrastructure – the consultant will: 

 Conduct an inventory of existing utility and stormwater infrastructure in the South Meridian 
Corridor study area, including access points. 

 Document any constraints that would impede future development or future streetscape and 
roadway improvements. 

 
Deliverable: 
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 Summary memorandum outlining existing infrastructure systems, including capacities and the 
feasibility of modifying infrastructure systems. 

 
Task 2.4: Identification of Current and Future Land Use (from a Complete Streets perspective) – the 
consultant will: 

 Draw from market and economic development studies for the South Meridian Corridor to 
create assumptions concerning current and future land use that will guide the design for street 
and streetscape improvements.  Particular attention will be given to the ability of future 
redevelopment strategies and projected traffic patterns. 

 
Deliverable: 

 A summary report of key recommendations for current and future land use. 
 
Task 2.5 – Transportation Model and Analysis – the consultant will: 

 Utilize the latest traffic modeling technology to determine the current levels of service for all 
portions of the existing corridor, focusing on intersection functionality and safety.   

 Analyze crash data for those intersections and provide solutions that will accommodate the 
most traffic in the safest manner possible. 

 Include projected traffic from the horizon year and determine what roadway improvements are 
expected to be needed in the future. 

 Provide roadway recommendations to balance the cost of widening with the expected benefit 
to the community and proposed future transportation needs. 

 
Task 2.6 – Visioning Sessions and Open House with the Community – the consultant will: 

 Communicate with the community via social media, such as Facebook and Twitter accounts. 
 Conduct three rounds of public meetings. 
 Special attention will be given to effectively engaging low income and minority populations, as 

well as citizens with disabilities. 
 A one-day initial Visioning Session and Charrette with local stakeholder groups and the 

general public will allow our team to capture the vision the community has for the area.   
 The Consultant will conduct a series of facilitated one to two hour visioning sessions.  One 

session will be with particular stakeholder groups (such as the Haysville City Council, Planning 
Commission, and Haysville Forward Inc.).  Up to two additional sessions will be held with the 
general public, stakeholders, and/or a combination of the two. 

 Identify the stakeholders’ fears and concerns, and suggestions for uses and/or improvements. 
 Provide examples for particular streetscape design types, so that participants can understand 

the character of different development types and the effects they may have on the community. 
 The public open house will use “keypad polling”, in which participants choose answers to 

planning and design questions and quickly obtain results of polling, to make the process 
transparent and provide an equal voice to all participants.  In addition, the Consultant will 
provide the same survey questions in an online format to gain input from the general public 
following the session. 

 
Deliverables: 

 Agendas, and written summaries of Vision Session discussions 
 
 
Task 3: Creation and Presentation of Alternative Strategies 
 
Task 3.1: Alternatives Development, Screening, Evaluation, and Selection – the consultant will: 

 Create alternative concepts for the study area that achieve the goal of a creating sustainable 
and financially achievable transportation and streetscape plan. 

 Gather data and establish the baseline condition for the study area. 
o The following describes key areas of analysis for the study area for each of the 

planning frameworks: 
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 Economics:  
 Apply cost criteria to the design alternatives for land use, transit, 

street, and streetscape design.  These criteria will address not only 
the monetary cost of construction and maintenance over time, but will 
also consider the potential cost to the community of not implementing 
a given alternative. 

 Evaluate alternative concepts in terms of their financial feasibility and 
the potential financial return on investment to the public sector, and 
will weigh these financial metrics against potential social costs 
resulting from the implementation of the alternative concepts. 

 Environment:   
 Incorporate sustainable design in creating streetscape alternatives. 
 Incorporate innovations in Low Impact Design, to help reduce the 

heat island effect, improve air quality, reduce energy consumption, 
reduce noise, enhance storm water quality, improve the health of 
street trees, improve lighting, reduce accident rates, and increase the 
pedestrian activity of the street. 

 Evaluate the alternative street designs in terms of potential savings 
resulting from innovative storm water techniques and in terms of 
water conservation and water quality metrics. 

 Community: 
 Evaluate the design alternatives for streetscape design in terms of the 

degree they foster a greater sense of community and promote the 
development of additional community amenities in the area. 

 Evaluate design alternatives in terms of how they enhance public 
space and create improved environments for community events and 
activities. 

 Explore how to provide for pedestrian and vehicular safety and the 
provision of site furniture and amenities (such as seating). 

 Examine the cost savings resulting from accident reduction and how 
to improve mobility through the provision of different transit modes. 

 Aesthetics: 
 Evaluate design alternatives in terms of how they provide for 

improved aesthetic values in the study area and enhance public art 
offerings. 

 
Task 3.2: Design Refinement: Traffic, Safety, and Access Issues and Integration with Other Plans – 
the consultant will: 

 Research design elements related to all modes of transportation for the study area and will 
develop designs that maximize safety and access for pedestrians, bicyclists, and drivers.   

 Outline strategies regarding how the plan for South Meridian will integrate with other plans in 
the Metropolitan area, including the following: 

o Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2035. 
o WAMPO South Area Transportation Study. 
o WAMPO Safety Plan. 
o City of Haysville Safe Routes to School Plan. 
o Congestion Management Process. 

 Outline strategies for coordinating the multimodal transportation improvements with regional, 
state, and national transportation systems. 

SOUTH MERIDIAN CORRIDOR PLAN 
Task 3.3: Design Refinement: Community Integration, Land Use, and Development Issues – the 
consultant will: 

 Consider community integration, land use, and development issues in designing and 
implementing streetscape plans for the corridor. 
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 Produce recommendations that are feasible in the local market and will strengthen the 
economy of the neighborhood. 

 
Task 3.4: Public Open House to Present Alternative Strategies – the consultant will: 

 Conduct a follow-up public open house to present two to three general concepts for the South 
Meridian Corridor that address the key components for the project, including: 

o Streetscape Improvements:  Drawing from public input at the visioning session, 
including feedback provided via keypad polling, the Consultant will outline streetscape 
strategies by street segment for the South Meridian Corridor.  For each street type, 
the Consultant will identify a suite of amenities to include in the eventual construction 
of improvements, such as benches, planters, pavers, kiosks, newsstands and areas 
for outdoor dining for restaurants.  Streetscape alternatives will illustrate how various 
portions in the South Meridian Corridor will accommodate existing and future traffic. 

o Landscape Architecture:  The potential alternatives would identify general landscape 
design ideas for various street segments within the South Meridian Corridor.  The 
alternatives would suggest different groups of street trees that would be acceptable 
for different settings and ideas for landscaping including planters, shrubs and other 
plants.  The recommendations will be consistent with Haysville’s landscape 
regulations. 

o Pedestrian Safety and Connectivity:  Based upon public input at the community 
visioning session concerning key areas requiring improvements for sidewalks and 
other pedestrian connections, the proposed alternatives would highlight different 
strategies for improvements in the sidewalk network. The alternatives would also 
outline two to three alternatives for the design of sidewalk and bike path facilities in 
the South Meridian Corridor. 

o Economic Enhancement:  The consultant will augment its experience in the field with 
research regarding the economic benefits of similar corridors on adjacent property 
values and redevelopment potential. Means by which the plan can maximize these 
benefits will be explored.  This may include consideration of the level of future private 
traffic flow, and revisions to design guidelines to enhance the pedestrian environment. 

o Street Design:  The consultant will outline conceptual alternatives for the design 
elements of the corridor, such as street trees, hardscape and lighting improvements 
that would reflect the vision of the community.  These alternatives will include 
pavement widths, traffic control, and dedicated turn lanes. 

 
 
Task 4: Design Refinement and Presentation of Designated Preferred Approach 
 
Task 4.1: Design Refinement: Facility Engineering and Design – the consultant will: 

 Provide details of design that can be used to determine the potential success of streetscape 
and corridor improvement projects. 

 Provide conceptual designs refined to the level of detail necessary to bring improvements to 
the corridor to fruition.  

 
Task 4.2: Cost Estimate and Analysis of Capital, Operating, Maintenance, and Life-Cycle Costs – the 
consultant will: 

 Address and explore implementation issues that involve considering long term financial 
implications of the design recommendations and its affect on Haysville, its businesses, local 
residents, and the WAMPO region. 

 Develop realistic budgets for capital costs for various project components (including traffic 
calming, streetscaping, landscaping, pedestrian safety, street lighting, and parking), 
depending on the potential phasing of individual portions of work. 

 Develop general outlines for operating budgets that account for maintenance and replacement 
costs over time and consider life-cycles of streetscape components such as pavers, public art, 
landscaping, and other features. 
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 Regulatory Compliance – the consultant will: 

 Develop the South Meridian Corridor Plan within the limits of existing and pending federal, 
state, and local rules, regulations, and laws. 

 
Document production – the consultant will prepare: 

 All documents in Adobe InDesign and Adobe pdf electronic formats to allow easy editing of the 
documents. 

 Updates on the progress of the study. 
 One electronic copy and ten (10) bound hard copies of the draft executive summary and study 

report containing a summary of the analysis, the methodology, and any recommendations. 
 One electronic copy and thirty (30) bound hard copies of the final executive summary and 

study report containing a summary of the analysis, the methodology, and any 
recommendations. 

 Twenty (20) CD or DVD copies with labels containing the executive summary, the entire study 
report, and all appendices, maps, and attachments in Adobe pdf format. 

 Twenty (20) CD or DVD copies of a supplemental technical report documenting working 
procedures and information, analysis decisions, and project data. 

 
All reports will be produced with associated text, graphics, tables, maps and figures and should be 
printed in 11 x 17 inch format. 
 
 
Project Milestones and Estimated Date 
 
Start date/Formulation of Steering Committee    February 2012 
Notice to Proceed/Kick-off Meeting     Early March 2012 
Data Gathering/Existing-Conditions Analysis    Mid-February through Mid-April 2012 
Community Visioning Session      Mid-March 2012 
Public Open House Plan Alternatives     Mid-April 2012 
Public Open House/Preferred Plan     Mid-May 2012 
Completion of Final Recommendations and Documentation  Early July 2012 
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EXHIBIT D 

Fee Schedule 
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Exhibit E 
 

CONTRACTOR ASSURANCE 
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Exhibit F 
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Agenda Item No. II-15 
 

CITY OF WICHITA 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: Approval of Offers for the Improvement of the Kellogg Avenue (US Highway 

54) from Cypress to Chateau (District II) 
  
INITIATED BY: Office of Property Management 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the offers. 

 
Background:  On February 8, 2011, the City Council approved the design for the improvement of 
Kellogg Avenue (US Highway 54) from Cypress to Chateau.  The project calls for the improvement of 
Kellogg to a six lane, limited access highway with one way frontage roads on each side of the highway 
and interchanges at the intersections of Webb Road and the Kansas Turnpike (Interstate Highway 35). 
The project will require the acquisition of all or part of approximately 32 parcels.  The properties consist 
of a mix of retail and commercial uses.   
 
Analysis:  As required by the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 
Act, all tracts required for the project have been valued and just compensation established.  Based on 
these valuations, the fair market value of the tracts to be acquired totals $16,703,333.  This amount will 
be offered to the various property owners.  Any settlements in excess of the approved amounts will be 
presented to the City Council for final approval. 
 
Financial Considerations:  The funding source for the project is General Obligation Bonds.  A budget 
of $19,000,000 is requested.  This includes $16,703,333 for the acquisitions, for relocation $2,000,000 
for relocation and $296,667 for title work, closing costs and other administrative fees.   
 
Goal Impact:  The acquisition of these parcels is necessary to ensure Efficient Infrastructure by 
improving the traffic flow through a major transportation corridor.   
 
Legal Considerations:  All agreements are subject to review and approval as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council 1) Approve the offers and; 2) 
Authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Aerial map. 
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                  Agenda Item No. II-16 
       

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Acceptance of Grant Funds 
 
INITIATED BY: Housing and Community Services Department 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Authorize the Housing and Community Services Department to accept grant funding 
from the AT&T Foundation to provide training, re-training and/or job placement for Housing First 
participants. 
 
Background:  The Housing and Community Services Department was contacted by representatives of 
AT&T who had learned of the Housing First program.  They expressed interest in providing funding from 
the AT&T Foundation, to enhance the program services through a job training grant, and have issued a 
formal invitation to apply.  On May 24, 2011, the City Council authorized staff to submit an application.  
 
Analysis:  The Housing First program would benefit from the funding from the AT&T Foundation by 
providing training and/or re-training for participants in the Housing First program.  The enhancement 
would provide the tools necessary for participants to obtain employment which would enable them to 
become self-sufficient.  While this option may not be appropriate for all participants, it would be of 
tremendous benefit to many of them.   
 
Staff was recently contacted by officials of the AT&T Foundation to announce that the program had been 
approved for funding.  A check in the full amount of the grant, $13,000, was delivered to the Housing and 
Community Services Department on January 11, 2012.   
 
Financial Considerations:  The training program funds would be used by existing staff in the Career 
Development Office, to provide the services.  No General Funds would be impacted. 

Goal Impact:  Services provided by this activity impact the Economic Vitality and Affordable Living 
and Quality of Life goals.  

Legal Considerations:  The Law Department reviewed the original application for approval as to form.  
AT&T is not requiring any additional formal agreements. 

Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council authorize the Housing and 
Community Services Department to accept grant funding from the AT&T Foundation to provide training, 
re-training and/or job placement for Housing First participants. 
 
Attachments:  None.  
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Agenda Item No. II-17 
 
 City of Wichita 
 City Council Meeting 
 February 7, 2012 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT:  2012 Community Services Block Grant Application 
 
INITIATED BY: Housing and Community Services Department 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the 2012 Community Services Block Grant funding application and 
authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Background:  The Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) Program is a federal funding source which 
supports programs that meet the needs of persons who have low incomes.  CSBG funds are administered 
by the Kansas Housing Resources Corporation and are awarded by formula to Community Action 
Programs (CAPs) throughout the state.  For over 30 years the City of Wichita has been a CAP and 
received CSBG funding for Wichita and Sedgwick County. The Career Development Division of the 
Housing and Community Services Department administers the CSBG Program locally. 
 
Analysis:   An annual application is required for receipt of CSBG funds.  The 2012 Wichita/Sedgwick 
County application includes funding requests for health care services for the uninsured, support of the 
Neighborhood City Halls, employment services and training for youth and adults, summer activity camps 
for children from low-income families, and neighborhood clean-ups in low-income areas.  The City was 
instructed to submit an application for $1,068,072 as a preliminary budget figure however the final 2012 
budget allocation was announced on January 18, 2012:  $1,064,372.  The attached summary reflects 
expenditures for the full amount, and was approved by the Community Services Block Grant Review 
Committee. As required by Kansas Housing Resources Corporation policy, the CSBG Review Committee 
met to consider the application and recommends approval by the City Council. 
 
Financial Considerations:  No general operating funds from the City’s budget are obligated by the 
application.   
 
Goal Impact:  The programs supported by CSBG funds will Support a Dynamic Core Area and Vibrant 
Neighborhoods, Promote Economic Vitality and Affordable Living and Enhance the Quality of Life 
goals. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has approved the 2012 Community Services Block Grant 
application as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the 2012 Community 
Services Block Grant funding application and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  2012 Community Services Block Grant funding application summary 
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SUMMARY 

 

2012 Community Services Block Grant Application – Proposed Expenditures 

 

 

 

Summer Activity Camps  $    40,000  

Neighborhood Clean-Ups             $    37,500 

Project Access    $  250,000      

Neighborhood City Halls  $  308,972 

Case Mgmt. & Employment Services $  311,724 

Youth Employment & Training $     25,874 

Administration    $     90,302 

  

TOTAL                       $1,064,372 
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Second Reading Ordinances for February 7, 2012 (first read on January 24, 2012) 

  

A. Amending Resolutions and Ordinance for Water System, Bridge and Street Paving 
Projects. (Districts III and V) 

     ORDINANCE NO. 49-49-195 

 An Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 49-012 of the City of Wichita, Kansas declaring the 
 Southeast Boulevard Bridge at the drainage canal (472-84923) to be a main trafficway within the 
 city of Wichita  Kansas; declaring the necessity of and authorizing certain improvements to said 
 main trafficway; and setting forth the nature of said improvements the estimated costs thereof, 
 and the manner  of payment of the same. 

B. Nuisance Abatement Assessments.  

     ORDINANCE NO.  49-196 

 An ordinance making a special assessment to pay for the cost of  cutting weeds in the City of 
 Wichita, Kansas. 

C. ZON2011-00040 - Zone change from SF-5 Single-family Residential (“SF-5) to GC General 
Commercial (“GC”) subject to Protective Overlay (“P-O”) #262 on property generally 
located on the southwest corner of the intersection of South Meridian Avenue and West 
Merton Avenue, 1701 South Meridian.  (District IV) 

    ORDINANCE NO. 49-197 

An ordinance changing the zoning classifications or districts of certain lands located in the City 
of Wichita, Kansas, under the authority granted by the Wichita-Sedgwick County Unified Zoning 
Code, Section V-C, as adopted by Section 28.04.010, as amended. 

 

D. ZON2011-00041 – City zone change from SF-5 Single-family Residential (“SF-5”) to GC 
General Commercial (“GC”) generally located east of Greenwich Road, north of Kellogg 
Street, on the southeast corner of Lewis and Ellson Streets. (District II) 

    ORDINANCE NO. 49-198 

An ordinance changing the zoning classifications or districts of certain lands located in the City 
of Wichita, Kansas, under the authority granted by the Wichita-Sedgwick County Unified Zoning 
Code, Section V-C, as adopted by Section 28.04.010, as amended. 
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ZON2011-00039   
Wichita City Council – February 7, 2012  Page 1 
 
 

         Agenda Item No. II-19 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2011 
 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   ZON2011-00039 – City zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-

5”) to Neighborhood Retail (“NR”) with a Protective Overlay (“PO”) generally 
located on the northeast corner of 17th Street North and Tyler Road (1820 N. 
Tyler Road)  (District V) 

 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:   Planning (Consent) 
 
 
MAPC Recommendation:  The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) voted (10-0) to 
approve the request.  
 
DAB V Recommendation:  District Advisory Board V (DAB V) voted (7-0) to approve the request  
 
MAPD Staff Recommendation:  Planning staff recommends the request be denied. 
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ZON2011-00039   
Wichita City Council – February 7, 2012  Page 2 
 
 

Background:  The applicants request NR Neighborhood Retail (“NR”) zoning, with a PO Protective 
Overlay (“PO”) on the platted 1.27-acre, SF-5 Single-family Residential (“SF-5”) zoned site; Lots 22 and 
23, Block B, Ox Bow Addition.  The applicants propose a Woman’s Clothing Boutique, which is listed in 
the definition of General Retail in the Unified Zoning Code  (“UZC”, Sec II-B, 11.l, clothing store) and 
listed in the UZC as a type of Commercial Use (UZC, Sec III-D).   
 
The site is part of an extensive SF-5 zoned single-family residential neighborhood that ends two blocks 
north and a block south of the site along Tyler Road.  SF-5 zoned single-family residences abut the site’s 
north and east sides.  SF-5 zoned single-family residences are located east across Tyler and south across 
17th Street North.  Two SF-5 zoned churches are located further south and north of the site, along Tyler.  
A small SF-5 zoned cemetery is located southwest of the site across Tyler.  The site’s location on the 
northeast corner of 17th Street North and Tyler Road puts it halfway between the 21st Street North and 
Tyler Road intersection and the 13th Street North and Tyler Road intersection.  These intersections are 
mostly (the SF-5 zoned Northwest High School is the exception) anchored by LC Limited Commercial 
(“LC”) zoned developments that have abutting multiple types of Multi-Family zoning, TF-3 Two-Family 
Residential (“TF-3”) and GO General Office (“GO”) zoned developments spreading away from these 
arterial intersections.  The closest non-residential zoning to the site are GO zoned properties located two 
blocks north and a block south of the site along Tyler Road.      
 
Analysis:  At the MAPC meeting held December 22, 2011, the MAPC voted (10-0) to recommend 
approval of the requested NR zoning with the following provisions of PO #264: 

1. Permitted uses shall include: Single-Family Residential, General Retail and General 
Office.    

2. The property shall be developed and/or redeveloped with a building that has a residential 
character, and that includes brick, masonry, wood, Hardie board, composite or a similar 
type of siding; a double-pitched or hip roof, with a maximum height of 25 feet.     

3. Signage shall be a monument type as permitted in the NR zoning district, along Tyler 
Road.  No building signage along the north and east sides of the building. All other 
provisions of signage shall be as permitted in the Sign Code for the NR zoning district.   

4. The property shall be restricted to one point of access onto Tyler Road.  The Traffic 
Engineer shall determine if the access onto Tyler Road is full movement or right-in – 
right-out.  The property owner shall dedicate complete access control to 17th Street 
North.  The property owner of the subject site shall provide a joint access and cross lot 
circulation agreement to be provided prior to the case going to City Council, to be in 
effect when/if the abutting lot to the north also converts to a non-residential use.       

5. Lighting shall conform to lighting standards in Sec. IV-B.4 of the Unified Zoning Code 
and be limited to no more than 14 feet in height, including the base.  No light poles shall 
be located within the compatibility setbacks, where the site abuts and is adjacent to 
residential zoning.     

6. Landscaping shall be provided that is equivalent to a landscaped street yard, parking lot 
landscaping and screening along Tyler Road, and a 10-foot wide landscape buffer along 
the property lines abutting a residential district, as required in the City of Wichita 
Landscape Ordinance.  A Landscape Plan shall be submitted to the Director of Planning 
for approval prior to the issuance of a building permit. 

7. The solid wood fence 6-8 feet tall shall be placed along the property lines abutting a 
residential district, as required in the Unified Zoning Code. 

8. A drainage plan shall be submitted to Stormwater prior to issue of permits and 
redevelopment of the site.    

   
At the MAPC meeting people spoke for and against the requested rezoning.  At the DAB V meeting held 
on January 9, 2012, the DAB voted (7-0) to approve the rezoning request with the above provisions of 
PO #264.  No one spoke against the requested rezoning at the DAB meeting.  No valid protests were 
received during the two week protest period.   
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Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations in regards to the zoning request. 
 
Goal Impact:  The application promotes Economic Vitality. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The ordinance has been reviewed and approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 
 
Recommendation/Actions: 
(1) Adopt the findings of the MAPC and approve the zone change, authorize the Mayor to sign the 
ordinance and place the ordinance on first reading (simple majority required). 
 
Attachments: 

• Ordinance 
• Dedications of complete access control and cross lot access 
• MAPC Minutes 
• DAB Memo 
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OCA 150004 
ORDINANCE NO. 49-205 

 
AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS OR DISTRICTS OF CERTAIN 
LANDS LOCATED IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHORITY 
GRANTED BY THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY UNIFIED ZONING CODE, SECTION V-C, 
AS ADOPTED BY SECTION 28.04.010, AS AMENDED. 

 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY 

OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 
 

SECTION 1.  That having received a recommendation from the Planning Commission, and proper 
notice having been given and hearing held as provided by law and under authority and subject to the 
provisions of The Wichita-Sedgwick County Unified Zoning Code, Section V-C, as adopted by Section 
28.04.010, as amended, the zoning classification or districts of the lands legally described hereby are 
changed as follows:   
 

Case No. ZON2011-00039 
Zone change from SF-5 Single-Family Residential (“SF-5”) to Neighborhood Retail (“NR”) on an 
approximately 1.27-acre property described as: 
 
Lots 22 and 23, Block B, Ox-Bow Addition; generally located on the northeast corner of 17th Street 
North and Tyler Road, Wichita Sedgwick County, Kansas. 
 
SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING PROVISIONS OF PROTECTIVE OVERLAY DISTRICT 
#264: 
1.  Permitted uses shall include: Single-Family Residential, General Retail and General Office. 
2.  The property shall be developed and/or redeveloped with a building that has a residential character, and that 
includes brick, masonry, wood, Hardie board, composite or a similar type of siding; a double-pitched or hip roof, 
with a maximum height of 25 feet.     
3.  Signage shall be a monument type as permitted in the NR zoning district, along Tyler Road.  No building 
signage along the north and east sides of the building. All other provisions of signage shall be as permitted in the 
Sign Code for the NR zoning district.   
4.  The property shall be restricted to one point of access onto Tyler Road.  The Traffic Engineer shall determine 
if the access onto Tyler Road is full movement or right-in – right-out.  The property owner shall dedicate 
complete access control to 17th Street North.  The property owner of the subject site shall provide a joint access 
and cross lot circulation agreement to be provided prior to the case going to City Council, to be in effect when/if 
the abutting lot to the north also converts to a non-residential use.       
5.  Lighting shall conform to lighting standards in Sec. IV-B.4 of the Unified Zoning Code and be limited to no 
more than 14 feet in height, including the base.  No light poles shall be located within the compatibility setbacks, 
where the site abuts and is adjacent to residential zoning.   
6.  Landscaping shall be provided that is equivalent to a landscaped street yard, parking lot landscaping and 
screening along Tyler Road, and a 10-foot wide landscape buffer along the property lines abutting a residential 
district, as required in the City of Wichita Landscape Ordinance.  A Landscape Plan shall be submitted to the 
Director of Planning for approval prior to the issuance of a building permit. 
7.  The solid wood fence 6-8 feet tall shall be placed along the property lines abutting a residential district, as 
required in the Unified Zoning Code. 
8.  A drainage plan shall be submitted to Stormwater, prior to issue of permits and redevelopment of the site.    
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SECTION 2.  That upon the taking effect of this ordinance, the above zoning changes shall be entered 
and shown on the "Official Zoning Map" previously adopted by reference, and said official zoning map 
is hereby reincorporated as a part of the Wichita -Sedgwick County Unified Zoning Code as amended. 
 
SECTION 3.  That this Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its adoption and 
publication in the official City paper.   
 
 

     ___________________________ 
   Carl Brewer - Mayor     

ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________  
Karen Sublett, City Clerk     
 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
Approved as to form:  ______________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, City Attorney 
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         Agenda Item No. II-20 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 

       
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: SUB2011-00018 -- Replat of Holland Commercial Addition located on the 

northwest corner of Kellogg and Tyler.  (District V) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:  Planning (Consent) 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Approve the plat.   
 
MAPC Recommendation:  Approve the plat.  (13-0)   
 

 
 
Background:  The site, consisting of eight lots on 11.5 acres, is a replat of the Holland Commercial 
Addition.  The site is located within Wichita and is zoned GC General Commercial.  The site is subject to 
the Holland Commercial Community Unit Plan (CUP 2003-00052, DP-268).    
 
Analysis:  The applicant has submitted 100 percent Petitions and a Certificate of Petitions for water and 
sewer improvements.  The applicant has submitted a Notice of Community Unit Plan (CUP) identifying 
the approved CUP and special conditions for development. 
  
The plat has been reviewed and approved by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission subject to 
conditions.    
 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations associated with the plat. 
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Goal Impact:  Approval of the plat will ensure Efficient Infrastructure through the integration of streets, 
utilities and other public facilities. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Certificate of Petitions, Notice of Community Unit Plan and Resolutions 
have been approved as to form by the Law Department and will be recorded with the Register of Deeds. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the documents and plat, 
authorize the necessary signatures and adopt the Resolutions.  
 
Attachments: Certificate of Petitions 
  Notice of Community Unit Plan   
  Resolutions  
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132019 

First Published in the Wichita Eagle on February 10, 2012 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-032 
 
 RESOLUTION OF FINDINGS OF ADVISABILITY AND RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING 
CONSTRUCTION OF LATERAL 9, MAIN, 8 SOUTHWEST INTERCEPTOR SEWER (NORTH 
OF KELLOGG, WEST OF TYLER) 468-84810 IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, 
PURSUANT TO FINDINGS OF ADVISABILITY MADE BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, 
THAT THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS AS TO THE ADVISABILITY OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF 
LATERAL 9, MAIN, 8 SOUTHWEST INTERCEPTOR SEWER (NORTH OF KELLOGG, 
WEST OF TYLER) 468-84810 IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, ARE HEREBY MADE TO-
WIT: 
 
 SECTION 1. That it is necessary and in the public interest to construct Lateral 9, Main 8  
Southwest Interceptor Sewer (north of Kellogg, west of Tyler) 468-84810. 
 
 Said sanitary sewer shall be constructed of the material in accordance with plans and 
specifications provided by the City Engineer. 
 
 SECTION 2. That the cost of said improvements provided for in Section 1 hereof is 
estimated to be Fifteen Thousand Dollars ($15,000) exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed 
money, with 100 percent payable by the improvement district. Said estimated cost as above set forth is 
hereby increased at the pro-rata rate of 1 percent per month from and after November 1, 2011, 
exclusive of the costs of temporary financing.   
 
            SECTION 3. That all costs of said improvements attributable to the improvement district, 
when ascertained, shall be assessed against the land lying within the improvement district described as 
follows: 
 

REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL ADDITION 
Lots 1 through 7, Block 1 

 
 SECTION 4.   That the method of apportioning all costs of said improvements attributable to 
the improvement district to the owners of land liable for assessment therefore shall be on a fractional 
basis. 
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That the method of assessment of all costs of the improvement for which the 
improvement district shall be liable shall be on a fractional basis:  Lot 1, Block 1, 
REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL ADDITION, shall pay 65/100 of the total 
cost of the improvement:  Lot 2, Block 1, REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL 
ADDITION, shall pay 4/100 of the total cost of the improvement:  Lot 3, Block 1, 
REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL ADDITION, shall pay 6/100 of the total cost 
of the improvement:  Lot 4, Block 1, REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL 
ADDITION, shall pay 5/100 of the total cost of the improvement:  Lot 5, Block 1, 
REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL ADDITION, shall pay 5/100 of the total cost 
of the improvement: Lot 6, Block 1, REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL 
ADDITION, shall pay 10/100 of the total cost of the improvement and Lot 7, Block 1, 
REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL ADDITION, shall pay 5/100 of the total cost 
of the improvement.       
 

 Where the ownership of a single lot is or may be divided into two or more parcels, the 
assessment to the lot so divided shall be assessed to each ownership or parcel on a square foot basis or 
by the provisions of a valid re-spread agreement submitted at the time of division. 

 
 SECTION 5. That payment of said assessments may indefinitely be deferred as against those 
property owners eligible for such deferral available through the Special Assessment Deferral Program. 
 
 SECTION 6 That the City Engineer shall prepare plans and specifications for said 
improvement and a preliminary estimate of cost therefore, which plans, specifications, and a 
preliminary estimate of cost shall be presented to this Body for its approval. 
 
 SECTION 7. Whereas, the Governing Body of the City, upon examination thereof, 
considered, found and determined the Petition to be sufficient, having been signed by the owners of 
record, whether resident or not, of more than Fifty Percent (50%) of the property liable for assessment 
for the costs of the improvement requested thereby; the advisability of the improvements set forth 
above is hereby established as authorized by K.S.A. 12-6a01 et seq., as amended. 
 
 SECTION 8. Be it further resolved that the above described improvement is hereby 
authorized and declared to be necessary in accordance with the findings of the Governing Body as set 
out in this resolution. 
 
 SECTION 9. That the City Clerk shall make proper publication of this resolution, which 
shall be published once in the official City paper and which shall be effective from and after said 
publication. 
 
 PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 7th day of February, 2012. 
 

 ____________________________                                                
   CARL BREWER, MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
___________________________________                                                             
KAREN SUBLETT, CITY CLERK 
 
(SEAL) 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_____________________________________ 
GARY E. REBENSTORF 
DIRECTOR OF LAW 
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First Published in the Wichita Eagle on February 10, 2012 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 12-033 

 
 RESOLUTION OF FINDINGS OF ADVISABILITY AND RESOLUTION 
AUTHORIZING THE IMPROVEMENT OF WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM NUMBER 
448-90548 (NORTH OF KELLOGG, WEST OF TYLER) IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, 
KANSAS, PURSUANT TO FINDINGS OF ADVISABILITY MADE BY THE GOVERNING 
BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 
KANSAS, THAT THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS AS TO THE ADVISABILITY OF 
IMPROVING WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM NUMBER 448-90548 (NORTH OF 
KELLOGG, WEST OF TYLER) IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, ARE HEREBY 
MADE TO-WIT: 
 
 SECTION 1. That it is necessary and in the public interest to improve Water 
Distribution System Number 448-90548 (north of Kellogg, west of Tyler). 
 
 SECTION 2. That the cost of said improvements provided for in Section 1 hereof is 
estimated to be Sixty Thousand Dollars ($60,000) exclusive of the cost of interest on borrowed 
money, with 100 percent payable by the improvement district. Said estimated cost as above set 
forth is hereby increased at the pro-rata rate of 1 percent per month from and after November 1, 
2011, exclusive of the costs of temporary financing.     
 
 SECTION 3. That all costs of said improvements attributable to the improvement 
district, when ascertained, shall be assessed against the land lying within the improvement 
district described as follows: 
 

REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL ADDITION 
Lots 2 through 5, Block 1  

 
            SECTION 4. That the method of apportioning all costs of said improvements 
attributable to the improvement district to the owners of land liable for assessment therefore 
shall be on a fractional basis. 
 
 That the method of assessment of all costs of the improvement district for which 

the improvement district shall be liable shall be on a fractional basis:  Lot 2, Block 
1, REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL ADDITION, shall pay 21/100 of 
the improvement cost:  Lot 3, Block 1 REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL 
ADDITION shall pay 29/100 of the improvement cost:  Lot 4, Block 1, REPLAT 
OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL ADDITION, shall pay 25/100 of the 
improvement cost:  Lot 5, Block 1, REPLAT OF HOLLAND COMMERCIAL 
ADDITION, shall pay 25/100 of the improvement cost.         

 
Where the ownership of a single lot is or may be divided into two or more parcels, the 

assessment to the lot so divided shall be assessed to each ownership or parcel on a square foot 
basis. 
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 SECTION 5. That payment of said assessments may indefinitely be deferred as against 

those property owners eligible for such deferral available through the Special Assessment 
Deferral Program. 
 
 SECTION 6. That the City Engineer shall prepare plans and specifications for said 
improvement and a preliminary estimate of cost therefore, which plans, specifications, and a 
preliminary estimate of cost shall be presented to this Body for its approval. 
 
 SECTION 7. Whereas, the Governing Body of the City, upon examination thereof, 
considered, found and determined the Petition to be sufficient, having been signed by the 
owners of record, whether resident or not, of more than Fifty Percent (50%) of the property 
liable for assessment for the costs of the improvement requested thereby; the advisability of the 
improvements set forth above is hereby established as authorized by K.S.A. 12-6a01 et seq., as 
amended. 
 
 SECTION 8. Be it further resolved that the above described improvement is hereby 
authorized and declared to be necessary in accordance with the findings of the Governing Body 
as set out in this resolution. 
 
 SECTION 9. That the City Clerk shall make proper publication of this resolution, 
which shall be published once in the official City paper and which shall be effective from and 
after said publication. 
 
PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 7th day of February, 2012. 
  

 ___________________________                                               
    CARL BREWER, MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
_________________________________                                                         
KAREN SUBLETT, CITY CLERK 
 
 
(SEAL) 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
___________________________________ 
GARY E. REBENSTORF,  
DIRECTOR OF LAW 
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         Agenda Item No. II-21 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 

       
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: SUB2011-00041 -- Plat of Lampton Brothers 2nd Addition located on the north 

side of Central, East of Broadway.  (District VI) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:  Planning (Consent) 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Approve the plat.   
 
MAPC Recommendation:  Approve the plat.  (10-0)   
 

 
 
Background:  The site, consisting of one lot on 7.29 acres, is a replat of the Lampton Brothers Addition 
and portions of the Throckmorton’s Addition and Hiltons Addition.  The site is located within Wichita 
and is zoned LI Limited Industrial.  
 
Analysis:  Water and sewer services are available to serve the site.  The applicant has submitted a 
restrictive covenant as requested by Public Works and Utilities Department to tie together an adjoining 
property for the purpose of water services.   
 
The plat has been reviewed and approved by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission subject to 
conditions.    
 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations associated with the plat. 
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Goal Impact:  Approval of the plat will ensure Efficient Infrastructure through the integration of streets, 
utilities and other public facilities. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Restrictive Covenant has been approved as to form by the Law Department 
and will be recorded with the Register of Deeds.  
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the document and plat 
and authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments:   Restrictive Covenant 
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         Agenda Item No.  II-22 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 

       
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: SUB2011-00047 -- Plat of Resource Recovery Management Addition located  on 

the northwest corner of 55th Street South and Ridge Road.  (County) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:  Planning (Consent) 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Approve the plat.   
 
MAPC Recommendation:  Approve the plat.  (9-0)   
 

 
 
Background:  The site, consisting of one lot on 165.72 acres,  is located in the County within three miles 
of Wichita’s boundary.  A zone change (ZON2011-00014) from SF-20 Single-family Residential to RR 
Rural Residential has been approved by the Sedgwick County Commission in addition to a Conditional 
Use (CON 2011-00017) for a Landfill.   
 
Analysis:  The site has been approved by County Code Enforcement for the use of on-site sanitary sewer 
and water facilities.  The applicant has submitted a Drive Approach Closure Certificate regarding the 
driveways required to be closed by access controls, which are being dedicated by the plat.  The applicant 
has submitted a Restrictive Covenant to provide for the ownership and maintenance responsibilities of 
the reserves being platted.  
 
The plat has been reviewed and approved by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission subject to 
conditions.    
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Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations associated with the plat. 
 
Goal Impact:  Approval of the plat will ensure Efficient Infrastructure through the integration of streets, 
utilities and other public facilities. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Drive Approach Closure Certificate and Restrictive Covenant have been 
approved as to form by the Law Department and will be recorded with the Register of Deeds. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the documents and plat 
and authorize the necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments:   Drive Approach Closure Certificate  
 Restrictive Covenant 
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         Agenda Item No.  II-23 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 

       
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: SUB2011-00054 -- Plat of Central Park Plaza Addition located south of 29th 

Street North on the east side of Maize.  (District V) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:  Planning (Consent) 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Approve the plat.   
 
MAPC Recommendation:  Approve the plat.  (10-0)   
 

 
 
Background:  The site, consisting of five lots on 11.44 acres, is a replat of a portion of the Pearson 
Commercial Addition.  The site is located within Wichita and is zoned LC Limited Commercial.  The site 
is subject to the Pearson Commercial Addition Community Unit Plan (CUP2006-00016, DP-297).    
 
Analysis:  Sewer services are available to serve the site.  Water improvements will be constructed by a 
private project.   
  
The plat has been reviewed and approved by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission subject to 
conditions.    
 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations associated with the plat. 
 
Goal Impact:  Approval of the plat will ensure Efficient Infrastructure through the integration of streets, 
utilities and other public facilities. 
 
Legal Considerations:  There are no legal considerations associated with the plat. 
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Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the plat and authorize the 
necessary signatures.  
 
Attachments:   There are no attachments associated with the plat.  
  
   

524



         Agenda Item No.  II-24 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 

       
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
SUBJECT: DED2012-00001 – Dedication of Street Right-of-Way located north of 13th 

Street North, east of 135th Street West.  (District V) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:  Planning (Consent) 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Accept the dedication.   
 

 
 
Background:  This Dedication is associated with Conditional Use Case No. CON2011-00037 to permit a 
Day Care and was requested by the Planning Commission to meet access management standards for 
arterial street right-of-way.   
 
Analysis:  The Dedication is for additional right-of-way for 13th Street North.  
 
Financial Considerations:  There are no financial considerations associated with the Dedication.  
 
Goal Impact:  Approval of the Dedication will ensure Efficient Infrastructure through the integration of 
streets, utilities and other public facilities. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Dedication has been approved as to form by the Law Department and will 
be recorded with the Register of Deeds. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council accept the Dedication.  
 
Attachments:  Dedication 
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         Agenda Item No. II-25 
       
  

 City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

 February 7, 2012 
 
    
 
TO:     Wichita Housing Authority Board Members 
 
SUBJECT:  Section 8 Administrative Plan Revisions   
 
INITIATED BY: Housing and Community Services Department 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Housing Authority (Consent) 
           
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Review and approve the Section 8 Administrative Plan revisions for the Section 8 
Housing Choice Voucher Program.   
 
Background:  The Governing Board of the Housing Authority must approve revisions to the Section 8 
Administrative Plan before changes can be implemented.  Changes which the Housing Authority Board 
approved in prior actions are now being incorporated into the official Administrative Plan for the 
program. 
 
Analysis:  The revisions which are presented for approval include clarification of prior revisions for 
waiting list preferences, criminal activity and client expectations regarding inspections and property 
damages. 
 
Financial Considerations:  None 
 
Goal Impact:  The Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program contributes to the Promote Economic 
Vitality and Affordable Living goal. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Wichita Housing Authority Board must approve revisions to the Section 8 
Administrative Plan. The Law Department has reviewed and approved as to form the plan revisions.  
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the Wichita Housing Authority Board review and 
approve the Section 8 Administrative Plan revisions for the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program.   
 
Attachment:  Summary of revisions to S8 Administrative Plan. 
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REVISION GUIDE 
For Housing and Community Services Department 

Wichita Housing Authority 
Section 8 Administrative Plan 

February 7, 2012 
 

SECTION OF PLAN   REVISIONS 
5.2    Waiting List Preference     Inserted Definition of Working Preference  
6.0     Assignment of Bedroom Sizes Children of the same sex will share a bedroom 

(sibling regardless of age).  (Revised 2-07-2012)  
 

12.1   Types of Inspections 
13.0    Owner Claims For Damages       
24.1    Shelter Plus Care 

Removal of policy and procedures as it relates to 
Shelter Plus Care and Moderate Rehabilitation 
Programs.  These programs are no longer within 
the Section 8 Division.      

15.E   Termination of Assistance  Clarifying the criminal activity section with 
wording from CFR.   
Evidence of felony or drug related criminal 
activity by a household member as determined 
by Housing Authority based on preponderance of 
the evidence, that the household member has 
engaged in the activity, regardless of whether the 
household member has been arrested or 
convicted for such activity (24 CFR 
982.553(b)(iii)(c)).  (Revised 2-07-2012) 
 

15.N   Termination of Assistance Clarifying client expectation to complete their 
inspection deficiency during allotted time: 

Client/Tenant inspection failed items must be 
completed timely within 1-day (life-threatening 
deficiency) or 24-days.  Maximum of two 
inspection trips for each inspection types. 
(Revised 2-07-2012)   
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Agenda Item No. II-26 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
 

TO:   Wichita Airport Authority 
 
SUBJECT: Airparts Company – S. A. No. 16 
 Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Airport Authority (Consent) 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the Supplemental Agreement. 
 
Background:  The Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) has an agreement with Airparts Company 
(Airparts) for the lease of an office/-warehouse facility located at 1991 Airport Road on Wichita Mid-
Continent Airport.  Airparts has occupied the space since January 1, 1996.  Airparts is desirous of 
extending its current agreement for one additional year through December 31, 2012. 
  
Analysis:  Airparts occupies 2,504 square feet of the subject building, which has a total area of 
approximately 12,135 square feet.  Rockwell Collins occupies the remainder of the facility.   
 
Financial Considerations:  Annual revenue to the Airport for use of the 2,504 sq. ft. will be $15,791, 
which reflects an increase of one percent compared to the previous year.  The calculation of this amount 
includes a land rental rate increase to $.3557 per square foot.  The new rate is consistent with the WAA’s 
published land rental rate schedule.  The facility rent will remain the same at the rate of $4.57 per square 
foot.  

Goal Impact:  The Airport’s contribution to the Economic Vitality of Wichita is promoted through 
maintaining agreements which allow Mid-Continent’s business partners to continue operations on the 
Airport, which in turn, generate rental income for the WAA and allows the Airport to continue its 
operation on a self-sustaining basis.  

Legal Considerations:  The Supplemental Agreement has been approved as to form by the Law 
Department. 

Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the Wichita Airport Authority approve the 
Supplemental Agreement and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  Supplemental Agreement No. 16. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT NO. 16 

 

By and Between 

 

THE WICHITA AIRPORT AUTHORITY 

 

and 

 

AIRPARTS COMPANY, INC. 

 

Facility Rental – 1991 Airport Road 

Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 

 

 

THIS SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT NO. 16, dated  February 7, 2012, is made 

between THE WICHITA AIRPORT AUTHORITY, Wichita, Kansas, the (LESSOR); and 

AIRPARTS COMPANY, INC., the (LESSEE). 

 

The parties previously entered into an Agreement dated December 18, 1995 for use of the 

facility located at 1991 Airport Road for aviation-related purposes in connection with its 

business of distribution and retailing of aircraft parts; 

 

That original agreement has been modified by Supplement Agreement Nos. 1 through 15, 

with the most recent supplement dated February 15, 2011; and 

 

The LESSOR and LESSEE now wish to enter into this Supplemental Agreement No. 16 

for the purpose of modifying certain language, adjusting the rental amounts, and extending the 

Agreement for one year. 

 

In consideration of these covenants and agreements, the parties hereto agree to the 

following modifications to the original agreement, as previously supplemented: 

 

 

1. Term 

 

Section 1, Term, of the Supplemental Agreement No. 15 shall be modified to replace with the 

following language: 

 

The term of this extension shall be for a one-year period from January 1, 2012 through 

December 31, 2012. 
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2. Rental 

 

Section 2, Rental, of the Supplemental Agreement No. 15 shall be modified to replace with the 

following language: 

 

Facility rental shall remain and continue for this twelve month term of this Supplemental 

Agreement shall be annual rental of $11,460.38, payable in monthly installments of $955.03. 

 

In addition to paying the foregoing facility rental, LESSEE agrees to pay land rental for the 

leased premises, containing approximately 12,175 square feet.  Basic land rental during the term 

of this Supplemental Agreement shall be set at $.3557 per square foot.  This land rental will 

result in an annual rental of $4,330.65, payable in monthly installments of $360.89.   

 

Therefore for both facility rental and land rental, the annual rent shall be $15,791.03, payable in 

monthly installments of $1,315.92, due on the first day of each month during the term of this 

Supplemental Agreement.  

 

3. Insurance 

   

Section 14, Liability Insurance, of the original Agreement shall be modified to delete the 

following language from the first paragraph: 

 

“comprehensive automobile liability insurance in a combined single limit of not less than 

$500,000, and”. 

 

 

4. Other Terms 

 

It is understood and agreed that except as modified herein all other terms and conditions of the 

original Agreement, as amended, shall remain in full force and effect. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement the day and year 

first above written. 

   

 

ATTEST:  THE WICHITA AIRPORT AUTHORITY 

  WICHITA, KANSAS 

    

  

 

By _________________________________  By________________________________ 

 Karen Sublett, City Clerk          Carl Brewer, President 

     "LESSOR" 

 

 

By _________________________________ 

 Victor D. White, Director of Airports 

 

 

 

ATTEST:                                                           AIRPARTS COMPANY, INC. 

  

 

 

 By ________________________________   By ________________________________ 

 

Title ______________________________   Title _______________________________ 

                                                                                                                              "LESSEE" 

 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM:  ____________________________  Date:  ______________ 

 Director of Law 
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Agenda Item No.  II-27 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

February 7, 2012 
 
 

TO:   Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) 
 
SUBJECT: Wally’s Structural Loads Consulting, LLC  

Supplemental Agreement No. 1 for office use of 2120 Airport Road 
Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 

 
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Airport Authority (Consent) 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the Supplemental Agreement. 
 
Background:  The Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) approved a lease with Wally’s Structural Loads 
Consulting, LLC (Wally) on July 26, 2011, to lease an office at the multi-tenant facility located at 2120 
Airport Road on Wichita Mid-Continent Airport.  Wally is now desirous of leasing a second office to 
expand the company’s engineering services for aircraft manufacturers and the Federal Aviation 
Administration.   
 
Analysis:  The initial term to lease the additional office is for one year with three, one-year option terms.  
 
Financial Considerations:  The facility rental rate of $10 per sq. ft. during the initial term will result in 
new annual revenue to the WAA of $3,020.  The facility rental rate will increase to $12 per sq. ft. during 
the option terms.   
 
Goal Impact:  The Airport’s contribution to the Economic Vitality and Quality of Life of Wichita is 
promoted through negotiating agreements which allow the Airport System’s business partners to continue 
operations on the Airport, which generate rental income for the WAA and allows the Airport to continue 
its operation on a self-sustaining basis. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Supplemental Agreement has been approved as to form by the Law 
Department.   
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the WAA approve the Supplemental Agreement 
and authorize the necessary signatures.   
 
Attachments:  Supplemental Agreement No. 1. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT NO. 1 

 

By and Between 

 

WICHITA AIRPORT AUTHORITY 

Wichita, Kansas 

 

and 

 

Wally’s Structural Loads Consulting, LLC 

 

for 

 

Use of Facility – 2120 Airport Road – Suites A & B 

Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 

Wichita, Kansas 
 

 

 THIS SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT NO. 1, dated February 7, 2012, between THE 

WICHITA AIRPORT AUTHORITY, Wichita, Kansas (LESSOR) and Wally’s Structural Loads 

Consulting, LLC, (LESSEE). 

  

 WHEREAS, LESSOR is a governmental or quasi-governmental entity authorized under 

the laws of the State of Kansas to own and operate one or more airports, with full, lawful power 

and authority to enter into binding legal instruments by and through its governing body; and 

 

 WHEREAS, LESSOR owns, operates, regulates, administers, and maintains the campus 

of Wichita Mid-Continent Airport (Airport); and 

 

WHEREAS, the parties hereto have heretofore entered into a Use and Lease Agreement 

dated July 26, 2011 (Primary Agreement); and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Landlord and Tenant are now desirous of entering into this 

Supplemental Agreement No. 1 for the purpose of leasing additional office of real property 

commonly known as 2120 Airport Road – Suite B, Wichita, Kansas, from the LESSOR under the 

terms and conditions set forth below: 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and agreements herein set 

forth, LESSOR and LESSEE do hereby covenant and agree as follows:  
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1. PREMISES 

 

Section 1, Premises, of the Primary Agreement shall be modified to add the following language: 

 

LESSOR does hereby lease to LESSEE additional office space commonly known as the Premises 

located at 2120 Airport Road – Suite B on Wichita Mid-Continent Airport, consisting of 203 

square feet of office space, all referred to herein as the Premises, as outlined on Exhibit "A", 

attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

 

 

2. INITIAL TERM 

 

Section 2, Initial Term, of the Primary Agreement shall be modified to add the following 

language: 

 

The Term of this Supplemental Agreement shall commence on January 16, 2012, and shall 

continue for a period of twelve months (“Initial Term”), with the Initial Term expiring on 

December 31, 2012, unless otherwise terminated under provisions agreed to herein. 

 

 

3. OPTION TERM 

 

Section 3, Option Term, of the Primary Agreement shall be modified to add the following 

language: 

 

This Supplemental Agreement may be renewed for three, one-year periods (“Option Term”), with 

the last Option Term expiring on December 31, 2015, provided LESSEE is not in default 

hereunder or in the Primary Agreement beyond any applicable grace or cure periods in rental or 

other payments to LESSOR at the time such notice exercising the Option Term is given.  If 

LESSEE chooses to exercise its option to renew, written notice shall be submitted to LESSOR 

no less than ninety (90) days prior to the expiration of the Initial Term.  If LESSEE is in default 

of any obligation under this Supplemental Agreement or in the Primary Agreement beyond the 

time periods expressly allowed in this Section, then any notice attempting to exercise the Option 

Term shall be void. 
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4. FACILITY RENT DURING INITIAL TERM 

 

Section 5, Facility Rent During Initial Term, of the Primary Agreement shall be modified to add 

the following language: 

 

The parties hereby agree that the Facility Rent for the Initial Term, effective January 16, 2012, 

shall be set at $10.00 per square foot per year.  This rental will result in an annual payment of 

$2,030.00, payable in monthly installments of $169.17. 

 

 

5. FACILITY RENT DURING OPTION TERMS 

 

The Primary Agreement shall be modified to add the following language: 

 

The parties hereby agree that the Facility Rent for the three (3) option terms, effective January 1, 

2013, shall be set at $12.00 per square foot per year.  This rental will result in an annual payment 

of $2,436.00, payable in monthly installments of $203.00. 

 

 

6. OTHER TERMS 

It is understood and agreed that all other terms and conditions of Primary Agreement between the 

parties hereto shall remain in full force and effect. 

 

 

 

 

[Signatures appear on the following page]
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Supplemental 

Agreement the day and year first above written. 

  

 

 ATTEST:                           THE WICHITA AIRPORT AUTHORITY 

                                                WICHITA, KANSAS 

  

    

  

By _________________________________ By __________________________________ 

 Karen Sublett, City Clerk   Carl Brewer, President                       

                                                                "LESSOR" 

 

 

 

By _________________________________ 

Victor D. White, Director of Airports 

                                                                                             

 

 

 

ATTEST:                            ATTEST:  

  

                               
   

 By _________________________________       By _________________________________ 

WALLY’S STRUCTURAL LOADS    

CONSULTING, LLC 

 “LESSEE” 

 

                                             "LESSEE" 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM:  _____________________________  Date:  _____________ 

      Director of Law     
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